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PREFACE. 



Between 1878 and the present time at least eight treatises de- 
voted entirely to the Athenian Secretaries have been published. 
If we add articles in handbooks and dictionaries of classical an- 
tiquities in which statements of facts rather than proofs are fur- 
nished, the number must be doubled. The subject of this study 
is therefore an old, much-investigated one ; its point of view alone 
is new. 

There were few annual offices at Athens not filled by boards of 
ten. There were fewer still filled by individuals. The secretary- 
ships were such. Of the other single annual offices the names of 
the holders have with a few distinguished exceptions all been lost. 
It is, indeed, altogether owing to the fact that, in the case of the 
Secretaryships alone of their class, we know in large part the names 
and demes of their holders, that their study is of more than third- 
rate importance in Athenian Constitutional History. Knowing 
their demes we know their tribes, and as a result of the observa- 
tion that the tribe of the psephismata secretary for any given year 
was determined bj' its position in the official order, something of 
value may haye been derived from this study.. Of this let the 
reader j udge for himself. 

During the fifth and fourth centuries B. C. the archons establish 
the years of the secretaries : during the third and second the pse- 
phismata secretaries will, hereafter, be our guides in fixing the 
years of the archons. To the list oflered by me the names only 
of those archons have been admitted whose positions have been 
located or affected by the secretaries, and of these I am conscious 
that many will later have to lie changed. 

To Professor B. I. Wheeler of Cornell University for the sug- 
gestion on which this investigation was begun, and for his constant 
assistance and advice up to and through the reading and criticism 
of the manuscript and proof, I here acknowledge my very 
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gjeat indebtedness. Through his kindness and that of Dr. A. 
Wilhelm of the Austrian Institute at Athens, I have been enabled 
to obtain early or more accurate readings of several inscriptions. 
I desire, too, to thank Professor G. P. Bristol of Cornell Univer- 
sity for his ser\*ices in reading the proof, and also Mr* P. O. Bates, 
Fellow of Cornell University, whose special knowledge of the 
Attic demes and tribes has been of mnch value to me. 

Ithaca, K. Y., April 9, 1898. 
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THE ATHENIAN SECRETARIES. 



§ I. Thk Ten Tribes and their Official Ordbk. 

Probably that which more than anything else determined the 
shape of the mechanism of Athenian government was the institu* 
tion of the ten tribes. Before Kleisthenes* time there had been four 
tribes only, FcXcovrcc, ^OirXi^ct, 'ApyaScTp and Acyucop^c, so called 
from the four sons of Ion. From the little we can learn of them, 
they seem to have been local and social in character, and there- 
fore different in kind from those with which we are familiar in 
later times. Kleisthenes in devising the ten tribes strove to make 
them unlike their predecessors, and probably succeeded. The 
Kleisthenean tribes were also different in kind from their sub- 
divisions, the trittyes and demes. The demes were new creations 
of Kleisthenes ; the trittyes had existed even before Solon's time. 
This difference consisted in the fact that the ten tribes did not 
have a place on the map of Attica, while the Ionic tribes, the 
trittyes and the demes did. The tribe had its agora, or meeting- 
place, but the men who assembled there might, and ordinarily did, 
come from several different sections of the country. A number of 
contiguous demes*made a trittys, and a deme was a lot of land 
with the citizens who themselves, or whose ancestors, nominally 
or actually, dwelt on it. Each of the ten tribes had three 
trittyes, and each trittys a number of demes. Each tribe, trittys, 
and deme had its own constitution and ofiScers. As the trittyes 
were by far the least important of these three divisions of the 
citizens of Athens, so were the ten tribes the most important ; 
for we find that with very few exceptions all the state offices were 
filled by boards of ten or multiples of ten. The frequency of 
iUa and Kara ^vXac in Aristotle's Constitution of Athens is ex- 
tremely significant. The political institutions were certainly 
based upon the decimal system ; the religious institutions are in- 
separable from the political, and the military have the ten 
generals, the ten taxiarchs, the ten ph^'larchs, the ten divisions 
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of the citizen army etc., to show the plan upon which they 
built. 

Outside Attica also, the influence of the ten tribes was felt 
If a colony was planted, each tribe had its representative on the 
board of land agents. If a Kleruchy was sent out, it preser\*ed the 
tribal organization of the motherland : it was Athens in miniature. 
If new territory was acquired, an enclosure was reserved for the 
eponymoi of the tribes. If Athenians held offices in dependent 
states, the tribe was considered in their election just as in the 
case of offices at Athens. In fact, wherever Athenian influence 
prevailed, the form of government there in vogue owed its pro- 
portions to the tribal institutions of Athens. 

Not only were the duties which the SQ/aos could not personally 
perform ordinarily entrusted to boards of ten, but these boards of 
ten were made up of individuals chosen by lot, one from each of 
the ten tribes. The tribe determined the group of citizens eligible 
for a certain office ; the lot decided which of the group should 
hold it. Both served purely and simply as convenient and 
equitable means of distributing state honours and burdens. 
Neither is essentially democratic ; but as applied at Athens both 
were. The tribes became democratic institutions, when, by 
Kleisthenes' reforms, approximately all citizens were admitted 
to them. The lot became most democratic, when any citizen of 
Athens might be selected by it to hold any office. 

It is obvious that for the distribution of offices filled by individ- 
uals not by boards — such as the secretaryships — an order of pre- 
cedence among the tribes was desirable ; for sa best was an equi- 
table distribution possible. If the explanation, offered by H. 
Sidgwick (Class. Rev. 1894 p. 333 ff.) for the periodic anarchy 
which followed the legislation of Solon, be correct, and it is 
highl}' plausible, it follows immediately that there was such an 
order among the four Ionic tribes. What this might have been 
we can only conjecture. It may be found in the following 
passage from Eur. Ion, 1579-81. 

TiXiitiv luv iarai vfiCtroi ' Jtra ficvrcpof « . • 
*07rXi;Tcs 'ApyoS^c t* ifi^^ r Atr*aSyiiot 
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Accordingly the official order of the four Ionic phylai may 
have been (1) reXeWcs, (2) ^OirAiyrcs, (3) *ApyaSei(, (4) klyucopA. 

However that may be, there can be no question whatsoever as to 
the existence of an official order of the ten tribes. As given in 
many inscriptional documents it is as follows: (i) Erechtheis, 
(2) Aigeis, (3) Pandionis, (4) Leontis, (5) Akamantis, (6) Oineis, 
(7) Kekropis, (8) Hippothontis, (9) Aiantis^ (10) Antiochis. As 
a means of classifying the names of the citizens, this order was 
the nearest approach the Athenians made to our use of the letters 
of the alphabet. That it was more than a mere convenience in 
cataloguing has yet to be shown. 

The names of the tribes are said by Aristotle to have been 
selected for them by the Pythian God from among the one hun- 
dred Archegetai. If it were not true that the ten tribes were the 
arbitrary creations of Kleisthenes, this might be understood to 
mean that the Athenians themselves did not know anything 
about the origin of the names. As it is, it is probably the correct 
explanation. Who the hundred Archegetai were, and what rela- 
tion they bore, if any, to the hundred demes and the forty-two 
circtfwfUM rcuv ^Xuulav, are questions still awaiting solution. 

The origin of the official order is quite as uncertain. A. 
Mommsen (Phil. N. F., 1888, p. 449 ff.) tries to show that it 
sprang from the old Calendar of Festivals. According to his 
view, each of the ten eponymoi was worshipped in a certain season 
of the year, and each tribe managed the affairs of the state, 
through its representatives in the senate, during the period in 
which the festival of its eponymos was held. The guarantee for 
the observance of the official order was the sanctity of the Calen- 
dar of Festivals. When people became less obser\'ant of the wor- 
ship of the heroes, the official order was thrust aside. The 
strongest objection to this view is that it is contrary to the tend- 
encj*^ observable in the historic period. Although it is certain that 
the official order was never in any known period followed by the 
tribes in the pr>'tany, yet, in other matters of a ci\nl nature, the 
tendency is altogether in the direction of its broader use. Momm- 
sen's view is based upon the assumption that the official order 
was followed in disposing the tribes in the pr^^tany in the earliest 



4 The Athenian Secretaries. 

times. This is verj' unlikely. It must be admitted, howevefi 
tliai the employment of the lot in the election of civil officials is 
doubtful between 510 B.C. and 487 B.C; Aristotle tells us that 
in the latter vear it was first used for the election of the archons. 
Previously, he says, they were elected by the people. Even if 
the official order did originate in the way conceived by Kfommsen, 
it was not for long, if at all, perpetuated in that way. To me the 
origin of the official order seems incapable of settlement ; but the 
institutions which demanded it, and preser\'ed it, after it wasonoe 
fixed, may, I think, be legitimately made a subject of enquiry. 
"^- The earliest reference to a fixed order of the tribes is found in 
connection with the military organization of the state. In the 
account given by Herodotus of the deliberations that took place 
immediatel}' before the battle of Marathon, we are told that the 
ten generals—one from each tribe at that time — held office by 
turns, each for one day only, and that Miltiades waited till his. 
lawful day came round before putting the troops in motion. It is 
not reasonable to suppose that an order of precedence was fixed 
by lot for each period of ten days throughout the year. In the 
arrangement of the prytanies in after times, to which the rotation 
of the generalship would present the closest analogy, we have 
reasons for believing that at least up to the thirtieth day of the 
prj'tany, the lot had not yet been cast to decide upon the next 
tribe to prytanize ; so that we have herein no precedent on 
which to base the assumption that they fixed by lot, at the be- 
ginning of each year, the order in which the tribes were to hold 
the generalship, in each ten-day period throughout the year. 
Further, it being clear from Herodotus that there was a fixed 
order of succession in the generalship, we should naturally expect 
it to be the official order. 

It also appears to me entirely likely that the ^vXai or rota^ were 
arranged in batile according to the official order. At Marathon, 
Herodotus tells us, such was the case : ^ycoftci/av Sc rovrow i^cScKorro 
c^ api8fjL€ovTo al ^vXai, ixofuvax 6X\ijkwy. The imperfect seems 
to hhow that they were arranged in a customary order, 1. ^., 
the official order. If the polemarch Kallimachos of Aphidna, 
who. Herodotus says, was in command of the whole army in 
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virtue of his office, took bis position with his own tribe 
Aiantis, L e., had his tribe with him in the right wing, then 
Erechtheis, the first tribe, was placed on the left. In Plutarch, 
Aristid. V, we are told that Leontis and Antiochis, commanded 
respectively by Themistokles and Aristides, fought side by side 
in the centre. This clashes with the account given by Herodotus, 
and does not seem to me to deserve credence ; for Plutarch, who 
lived in the first century after Christ and was a native of Boeotia,' 
was acquainted only with the organization of mercenary troops, 
and could have had little knowledge of the citizen militia of 
Athens in the fifth century before Christ. The placing of Leontis 
and Antiochis side by side, would not jar with the order of things 
with which he was acquainted, and would add greatly to the 
dramatic effect of his narration. 

An Athenian army was but an aggregate often tribes of citizen 
soldiers. The ephebes were divided for mess into ten divisions 
according to their tribes. The ten divisions of the cavalry were 
called ^vAoi. When an army was put in the field, men of a certain 
age, drafted from each of the ten tribes, made up the ten regi- 
ments of which it was composed. To determine what individuals 
were included within the age limits set, the forty-two ivwrvfun ruw 
^AiKiu>v were used. The cira»wfUH rtav ^vXStv were used to determine 
the regiments to which these individuals belonged. We know, 
then, that in drafting troops for ser\nce, in assigning their places 
to each soldier, in distributing the ephebes at mess, the tribe was 
primarily considered. The ten regiments were the ten tribes. 
The ten commanders were the ten tribal officers, and held supreme 
command by turns in a well known order of succession. On one 
occasion there is at least some evidence that the regiments stood 
side by side in the official order of the tribes. This establishes a 
probability in favor of the \new that the order of the tribes was 
the order of the regiments, and, as far as I am aware, there is 
nothing that militates against it. 

From time immemorial, we are told by Thucydides and Pausa- 
nias, there existed at Athens the custom of bur^'ing the citizens, 
who fell in battle, in the public bur>'ing ground of the Kerameikos. 
The dead of each tribe were buried separately, and over the graves 



6 The Athenian Secretaries. 

stelai were erected bearing the name and deme of each ((rrfXcM 
ra ovo/juzra icou rov S^/aov {kootov Xcyowroc). Several of these Stelai 
have come down to us, and on them the names are disposed 
according to the official order of the tribes. It is, indeed, in these 
lists that we first meet with the official order in the inscriptions. 
Those who fell at Marathon were buried according to their tribes 
(fcara ^vXas), and Stelai erected bearing their names ; while, even 
before that event, burial in the public burial ground existed. The 
important point to be noticed is, that it was only in the case of the 
warriors who died in battle that the names were inscribed in the 
official order of the tribes. This strengthens the view as to the 
use of the official order to aid in manshalling the citizen army. 

The military necessities would thus demand a fixed arrangement 
of the tribes, and the constant usage of the order, when fixed, 
would insure permanenc}' to the organization : but why was the. 
order such as it is ? Perhaps Kleisthenes had the Pythian God 
arrange the tril^es, as he had him name them. Perhaps the acd- 
dental arrangement of the statues of the. epon3'moi in the market- 
place was adopted and so became fixed. The order was certainly 
so fixed for the burial lists of those who fell in battle, as early as 
460 B. C. , and seems to have been spasmodicall}' adopted in later 
periods as the order of succession or rotation in the holding of 
civil offices. 

§ 2. The Secretaries op the Senate akd People as 
determined by references in the literature. 

The relation of the secretaries at Athens to the tribes, the r61e 
played by the official order in determining their distribution over 
the tri])es, and the bearing of these considerations on the number, 
names, and duties of the secretaries, are the problems undertaken 
for solution in this study. 

First in importance among the secretaries will come those of 
the senate and people. Literary references determine their num- 
ber and functions, and guide us in our epigraphical investiga- 
tions Aristotle is the chief source of information outside the in- 
scriptions, and he, in Ath. Pol. 54, 3-5, says ; 
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« 

KXijpotHTt 8c Kai ypaft,fjiar(a t6v Kara wpvravitav KaXov/uvtv^ 09 rStv 
ypofifidrwv r iarrl xvpio^f «cai ra ^l/rf^Urfiara ra yiyvo/uya ^vAarrcij 
Kflu raXAa vavra avriypa^trai^ tuu wapaKdBrjTOLi ry fiovK^. vpirrtpav fikr 
oSv oSro9 ^v x<^P<>^o^'''^i ^^"^ ^ovs ivioiordrov^ kcI irtcrrararovs ixtiporo" 
vow * Kol yap iv race crn^Aots vpoi rats av/ifia'^uui kou. vpoi€viax% tau 
itokLTtCius ovTOi &vay pd^trtu ' vvv & ycfovt xki^piaTOi, kKTjpown & 
Ktu iwl rov9 vo/Aovs ertpWf 0% TrapaKaSyfToA r^ fiovXy^ koI &imypd^€rai 
tool oSroc iravrac. ;(aporovci 8c tcou, 6 Sfjpj09 ypapLparta rov ovayvtMro/tcmr 
avr^ Kol TQ /SovX^, Kot ovrqi ovScvos iori Kvpun aW y rov 4>^yi^>'<o^» 

This is the fountain head of almost all our literary information 
on the subject of the secretaries of the senate and people. Pol- 
lux, viii, 98, has paraphrased the passage thtis : 

TLtpi Fpa/ifUKTciifr. 

Tpap^TW o Kara Trpvravuav ' tckypmOas inro r^s jSovX^c iwl rf ypdftr 
puara ^vXarrciv kou ra ^T^iapjara ' Koi crcpos ivl rovi vopuovi {nro r^s )3bv- 
Xiji ^tiporwovfuvoi, o Sc tnro rov Siq/wv alpiOtii ypofiparfvi &vayivwnea 

T^ T€ 017/Mp KOI TQ pOVkjH, 

TLtfi *AvTiypa^€Mf. 
* Avriy pa^€vq ' Trporipov pkv aipcroc, avOn Sc icA.i;/Mirros ^v ' fcol voyra ^yr- 
typd^tro rrapoKaOrjfJufvoi tq PovX-j, 

Pollux is wrong in saying that the secretary of the laws was 
elected by show of hands. He also makes duties for two offi- 

cialSi the ypa/ufuircvs Kara vpvTav€M¥ and the ^rrtypa^cuc, out of those 
given by Aristotle, to the former alone. 

The following is Harpokration's version of it (Dem. xvin, 

p. 238, 14. o ypafiparw r^s PovXrji) : — TpapLparck ' Ar^pMrOanr/^ V9%p 
Kri/o'i^iuvros. Q ypapLpartv^ vw^ re KaOioraro koI ri €irparr€v^ in rwv 
ypapLfidrtav r cori Kvpio^ koX ra ^^iapjora ra ytvopjfva ^vXdrru teal r^ 
aXXa rrdvra dvriypd^trax koI TrapaKaOtfrai tq fiovX^f 8c8i^X(tfKCv*Api(rrorc\i^ 
Iv 'Aft/voioiv iroXcrct^ . 

The value of the information, added by the publication in 1891 
of the 'AtfiyvatW IloXtrcui referred to, is chiefly in that it reconciles 
the statements of Pollux and Harpokration. It compels us to 
accept the facts as given, and to appl}^ our knowledge towards the 
elucidation of the inscriptional evidence. 

We learn from Aristotle that there were three secretaries of the 
senate and assembly ; we do not learn, however, the distinguish- 
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ing title of each. The ypofLfiarcvs xara 7/»vrarcuiy is, indeed, desig* 
nated pretty clearh% and his duties would seemingly make his 
identification easy ; but his name is not the only one connected 
with the i/riy^tV/iara, as will be seen shortly. The secretary for 
the laws is not given a title at all. The third secretary is simply 
denoted by his function, i, ^., to read documents to the senate and 
people. 

§ 3. Fpa/i/iarcv^ 7179 fiovk^^. 

In the inscriptions we find that the secretary, who publishes the 
decrees of the senate and people in the earliest period, is designated 
thus : in the Nom. case, o ypofifmrm 6 rrj^ PovX^, or 6 ypoftfMirvuf 
T79 fiovX^i ; in the Gen., rw ypa/iftariia^ r^« ftovX^ ; in the Dat., rf 
ypafifiaru rrji ftovX^i ; in the Acc., rov ypa/jL^rioL r^9 ^SovX^, never 

rov y/M/A/juirca rov rij9 ^SovX^s, except in a doubting suggestion by 
KirchhoflF in C. I. A. IV i, 22k, 1. 7, p. 58, and in C. I. A. IV 
I, ii6p, p. 68, where it has likewi.'^e been restored by the 
editor. This designation appears, in the formula used to indicate 
the way in which the decree was to be disposed of, in the oldest 
inscriptions, and continues in use until 318-7 B. C. After this it 
is never found. Between 363 B. C. and 321 B. C, the title ypofi- 
fiartvi T^i fiovk^i IS found about thirty times, and after 321 B. C*, 
once, in 318-7 B. C. (C. I. A. iv 2, 231b, 1. 67). 

The chief business of the ypa/A/xarcik, seemingly, is to inscribe 
the decrees of the senate and people, on stone tablets, and set 
them up in the places specified. He has, further, to set up lists, 
at the bidding of the senate and assembly, — such as, the names of 
allies of Athens, the text of oaths and arrangements between the 
cit}" and other states, the names of benefactors and irpo^cvoc of the 
state, and the names of generals. He has to make copies of de- 
crees already inscribed and to collate others. His duties are thus 
connected with the business of the senate and assembly in their 
civil and legislative capacity. He has no legal functions of any 
nature. 

The formula by which his duties are normally specified, before 
01. TOO, is as follows : ro Sk tln^^ur/m roSc ^vaypajpoji rov ypofufiaria 
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After 350 B. C. the formula is as follows : Ivaypmf/ai Sk roSc ro 

With the title ypafifiaTw r^% Povk^% the name of the person 
holding the office is never given. In C. I. A. rv 2, 872b, 1. 7, in, 
1038, and 1045, the title ypafifuirm PovX^^ is in all probability 
a shortened form of ypafifutrevs r^s Povk^^ koI tov Biifwu, — that of a 
different official altogether. 

§ 4. Tpafifiar^if^ Kara vpvraveCav. 

But, as intimated earlier, we find an official with a different 
title attending to the \lnj<^Caftara, and performing duties very simi- 
lar to those of the ypa/ifmrw r^c PovX^^. Are they two distinct 
secretaries or is there only one with two titles? First as to the 
title ; — ^in all the inscriptions, except five, this new secretary is 
designated by the name found in Aristotle 6 ypafifiarait owark 
vpvravMy, These five are : (i) C. I, A. I, 61 (409-8 B. C.)f 
(2) C. I. G. Sept., 4252 (332-1 B. CO. (3) C. I. A. n, 167, 1. 31 
(between 334 and 326 B. C.)i (4) C. I. A. rv 2, 245e, and (5) 
C. I. A. Ill, 3. 

In C. I. A. I, 61, we find the phrase rot;[«cara irpvravciav yfiofL/ta] 
rcctfs r^s ^SbuX^s. In it [icara irpvravciav ypafifui] has been restored by 
Koehler. C. ScTiaefer has proposed the alternative, rcn}|j3a<nXciic 
fiera tov ypafiftajrit^ rrji /SovX^f, and this has been received with 
favor by Sandys (Ath. Pol. 54, 3 note). In C. I. G. Sept., 
4252, the formula is complete : &yaypd4faA & roSc ro ^^urim, 
iv anikrj XiOivu koI ar^aai iv r<p icp<p tov «cara vpvravciav ypofifuoLrm, 
In the other three inscriptions cited, the phrase tov icara ir/ivrordar 
ypafifiaT€a has been restored either in whole or part. In (2), (3), 
(4), and (5), the order of thf words only is reversed : no new idea 
is added. Such is not the case in C. I. A. i, 61, and it is not 
till 358 B. C, 50 years later, that the second reference to the 
secretary icaTo irpvravctav is recorded. In C. I. A. ii, 114; A. 
Wilhelm, Bericht', p. 6 ; C. I. A.m. 1030, and 1038, we have 
the title ypa/ifiarw tcara wpvraytCav simply ; but, as this occurs each 
time in a list of the different officials of the senate, none of whidi 
have the article its' absence does not signify. 

* Reprint apparently from the Sitzungsberichte der kaiserlichen Akade- 
mie der Wissenschaften zu Wien, philosoph.-hist. Klasse, dated 9th Dcc^ 
1897. 
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The first reference to this official, leaving out of account C. 
I. A. I, 61, is either in 358-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C. Here be is 
called 6 ypa/i/Aarm 6 Kara sr^vravcutr. Between the year» 350 B. C. 
and 320 Bi C, this title is found about tweiUy-five times ; between 
320 B. C. and 100 B. C. about one hundred times; between 100 
B. C. and the birth of Christ about fifteen times, five of them be- 
ing in one inscription, and afterwards three times, once between 
166 A. D. and 169 A. D., once at about 175 A. D. and once in the 
year 209 -10 A. D. 

As to the duties of the ypofi^rcvf 6 xara wpvraw^iaiif ; — in C. I. A. 
I, 61, the secretar}' mentioned seems to have had charge of the 
law of Draco concerning murder. At any rate, the revisers of 
the laws (dvaypa^s rwv vofuaii) are to receive the law from him, 
to inscribe it on a stone tablet, and set it down in front of tl)e 
stoa of the king archon. 

In C. I. A. 11, 61 (358-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C ), the ypaiiftar^t^ 
Kara vpvravtuiv and the Other* secretaries in charge of the state doc- 
uments are to arrange the treasures in the Chalkotheke according 
to the nationality of the donors, to register the number, and 
make transcripts of the lists so registered. When this is done, 
the secretary of the senate (ypofifiarm t^s /SouX^)' is to inscribe 
the lists on a stone tablet and set it up in front of the Chalkotheke. 
The secretary of the senate is, further, to make transcripts 

(iroii/mur^ai dvrtypa^a ix ruv an^kwv) of the inscriptions that deal 

with the treasures of the Chalkotheke. 

From this time on, the ypafifiartvs Kark wpvravuaLv appears regu- 
larly with the duty of inscribing the decrees of the senate and 
pet^ple on stone tablets and setting them up in specified places. 
Lists also are set up by him, such as testimonials of vpofcvMu of 
persons, patents of citizenship, names of certain officials, names 
of maidens who bore the peplos at the Panathenaic processions 

etc. 

The regular formula for the ordinary duties of the ypo^ifiarm I 

Kara vpvruvtuiv is: dvaypo^uu 8c rd3c ro ^jn^^^iafjua. rw ypofifuiriaL riv 
Kara trpvTavcuiv Iv CTrjkrj ktBtVff koI <rr^<nu ^k— . 



* oi AXXot yfMtfifUiTtU •! iwl rott ifi/Mvlott ypdfifta^ip, 

• See Guslav Gilljert in Phil. 39, 1880, p. 136 f. for the mention of the two 
titles in the ftame inscrir^'^n 
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In direct connection with tbe title o ypafifmrtis 6 «cara vpvraycuBr, 
the name of the individual is found in four cases only. These 
are, (i) C. I. A. ii, 114 (343-2 B. C.)» where we have the name 
KXtwrrparoi TifioaOivovi AlyiXuvq ; (2) A. Wllhelm, Bericht, p. 6 
(335-4 B. C ), where the name Upofcvbs UvXayopov *Ax<p&>ucrios is 
directly given the title ypafiftarm tcara vpvravtuiv ; (3) C. I. A. m, 
1030 (between 166-7 A. D. and 168-9 A. D.)i in which we 
have Mov(raZo9 *i;XcMrios ; (4) C. I. A. Ill, 1038 (circa 175 A. D.), 
in which we find EvKapiroi Bw 

To sum up : we have found (i)that until the year 358-6 B. C. or 
354-2 B.C. an official called 6 ypaft/iarm r^ Povk^s superintends the 
publication of the ^r^Car/ioLTa of the senate and assembly and does 
their bidding in related matters, e.j^., in making copies of decrees 
previously posted up ; (2) that, between 358-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C 
and 318-7 B. C, either two distinct secretaries with the same 
functions, or one secretary with two distinct titles performs these 
duties. In this latter period we find that the duties performed 

by the ypof^xarcvs r^s /SovA^s and the ypafifmrw 6 Kara irpvraimaw are 
the same,' and agree in their nature with those assigned by Aris* 
totle to the ypafifAartv^ 6 Kara irpvravaixy, and by Harpokration to 
the ypafifjiATtls rrji /SovX^s (Dem. xviii, p. 238, 14). Neither of them 
can be either of the other two secretaries mentioned in Aristotle 
Ath. Pol. 54. In several* cases the secretary is called simply 
o ypafifuiTtvf, a fact which points strongly to the existence of only 
one official. The formulae used to denote their duties are alike in 
both cases, and undergo like changes simultaneously. There are 
these reasons for considering them the same person under different 
titles, and the transition stage, between 358-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C 
and 318-7 B. C, during which the two titles are mentioned with 
about equal frequency, is quite natural, if w*e think of one name 
being superseded by the other, t.e., ypafifmrw t^ fiovk^ by 

ypafifiarw o Kara vpvravciar. 

> *' Quae vero ratio adhibita sit in distribuendis decretis, etsi in rem inqni- 
51%^, perspicere non potui, licet suspiceris Athenienses consilio pcytiias hmm 
esse quam casu.** — Penndorf, Leipz. Stud, zviu, p. 146. 

•C. I. A. IV 2, 54b, 1. 43. 8Sb, 1. 14, 104a. 1. 30. 318c fi^. d, i. 21 ; n, 39, 
Add., 66b. 
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% 5. Secretaries mentioned in Titles and Opficiax, 
Headings of Decrees. 

In the introductoT}' part of the decrees passed by the Athenian 
senate and people, the name of a secretary is mentioned, and 
along with it, those of the tribe in the prj'tany when the decree 
was passed, of the chairman who put the motion, of the person 
who made the motion in the meeting, and, in some cases, of the 
archon eponymos for the year. To some decrees, also, there is 
afiSxed a title, usually written in large letters at the very top of 
the stone. This contains, in some cases, the names of the indi<> 
viduals, or states, affected by the decree, or the general sub- 
ject of the decree ; in other cases, with or without this/ 
the name of the secretaxy, or archon, or both. The identity 
of the secretary, mentioned in large letters at the top* of 
the decree, with the person, said in the ordinary heading 
to have been secretary at the time the decree was passed, is de- 
termined absolutely by the identity of the names in all the ordi- 
nary inscriptions that contain both. C. I. A. iv 2, 5d (399-8 
B. C.) will serve to illustrate the ordinary title and heading : 



3 KwrCiMAyp^ KoAoii^tfcv iypa§i§jLdT€vi» 

3 'A/MOTcov AtyMk. 

4 1S^€V rf fiwki ' Ilawliflr- 

5 U ivpyranfOKy AviriftAXIH 

6 iypofifiArtm^ KXimf iwmrr^ 

7 dru * «ir An ' 'A/iurr^ 

8 or roK * Axatov rw Alyta dra- 

9 ypdilffu rw ypafiparm. r^f 

I o pQvX^ iv voXiy iv cm|X]y X- 

I I i^tVi^ irff6(€vov tau c^c^ 

22 r^nvF aMv ical iKy^vavf, & 

13 vay fidjijftu Sc avrov rov vov*- 

14 f iw€Af €un &^ 

15 fK« AyaBM itcpi rijv woXiP 

16 riiv ' ABfpmimv 



Titk. 



Official heading. 
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For the sake of clearness, hereafter, inscriptions consisting of 
a decree of the senate and people passed prior to 368 6. C, will 
be divided as above. All before cSo^cvwill be called the title. All 
between the title and the name of the mover of the decree will be- 
called the official headings and all after the name of the mover, 
the decree. In discussing decrees 'that belong after 368 B^ C, all 
that precedes the decree proper will be called the preamble. 
Usually near the end of the decree, e,g,^ in line 8 ff. of the in- 
scription just cited, there are given the formulae quoted above as 
indicating the ordinary duties of the secretary in question. It is 
in these formulae that the two different titles, ypa/ifuirm r9« fiaoklfs 
and ypafiftaras Kara vptrravctoy are found. 

It might, I think, have been taken for granted that the secre- 
tary, mentioned by name in the title and official heading, is the 
same one whose duties are stated in the body of the decree. The 
identity of the two in the period preceding 368 B. C. has never 
been disputed by anyone. Aristotle takes account of the omission 
of the name of the secretary in the title under the head of 
ypa/ufuircvg Kara irpvravctav, and in C. I. A. II, 114 an official, whose 
name appears in the preamble of two inscriptions (C I. A. ly 3, 
114 b, 114 c), is called ypafiftarajs Kara irpvravctar. In the preamble 

of C. I. A. rv 2, 128 b A, the name of the secretary may with 
certainty be restored thus, llp6$€vo9 HvXayopov 'Axcf>Sou(not (see 
below §11). To this same individual, in A. Wilhelm, Bericht, 
p. 6, is attached the title, ypafifiarm Kara ^pvrarccav (see below 
§ 10). This view is made quite certain by the decrees of the 
years 321-0 B. C, 320-9 B. C, and 319-8 B. C. There were 
during this period two officials dealing with decrees. Both are 
mentioned by name in the preamble. Upon one only, the 
iLvaypa4>€vit is imposed the task of publishing the decrees. Had 
the ypafiftanis r^s /3avX^5, who between 358 B. C. and 318 B. C 
had frequently to publish the decrees, been other than the one 
said in the preamble to have been secretary at the time the decree 
was passed, in all reason, we should have expected to find his 
name in the preamble also. 
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§7. Relations between Tribes in the Secretaryship 
AND Tribes in the Prytany. Mode of Electing Secretary. 

It can be seen that, at least as late as the year 368-7 B.C., the 
secretary changed with the prytany. There were thus, in all 
probability, ten secretaries in the year, one from each of the ten 
tribes. Moreover, the tribe of the secretary and the tribe for 
which he was secretary were never the same. This is shown by 
the following cases in which we know both. 

tribes op secretaries and tribes for which thev were secretaries 

tabulated. 



Year 
B,C, 



444-31 
433-2 

426-5 
421-20 

410-9 

410-9 
409-8 
409-8 

405-4 
403-2 

403-2 

399-8 

394-3 

394-3 

c. 394 

387-6 

378-7 

378-7 
a. 376 

375-4 

373-2 
369-8 
369-8 
368-7 

a. 363 
II 

11 
11 



7H^ of Secretary 



Name and Deme of Secretary 



I 



Tribe in 
Prytany 



Oineis 

Aigeis 

Leontis 

Erechtheis 
f Aigeis 
\ Kekropis 

Erechtheis 

Aiantis 

Leontis 

Erechtheis 

Pandionis 

Aigeis 

i Aigeis 
Leontis 
Antiochis 
Kekropis 
Akamantis 
Erechtheis 
Aigeis 
Oineis 
Pandionis 
Hippothontis 
Aiantis 
Hippothontis 

Aigeis 

Hippothontis 

Pandionis 

Pandionis 

Oineis 

f Aiantis 

I Hippothontis 
Leontis 
Antiochis 



{ 



Kekropis 
Aiantis ? 
Hippothontis 
Hippothontis 

Aiantis 

Hippothontis 

Kekropis 

Akamantis 

Kekropis 

Erechtiieis 

Pandionis 

Pandionis 

nXar<i>v Nticoxopovs 0Xvcvg Pandionis 

^ApiarroKparrfi Ai(rxivcv Kc^oX^tfcK Aigeis 
Xapihr/fiXK GeorcXovg Aa/Airrpcvc jHippOthontis 
UapdfivBoi ^ikaiypov *£p;(icvf JKeklOpis 

*ApioTOTcXi;? Ev^iXi;rov *Axa/(>ycvc.Leontis 
Ka\XiPiOiKiff^i(ro^!ayTOi Ilaiavim Hippothontis 

EvBpdfjiiav *Ax€f>Sovotos Pandionis 



KpiridSrf^ ^octviov TeijBpojO'Wi 
McyaicXciSi^s Acvf(ovoc€v9 
UpoKkfjfs ^Ardpfiov EvttiKu/ACvs 

KXtiy €yiji ' AXiucvf 

Aofiiav Ik Kffilaw 
NiKO^onT^ Mapa^wvtos 
AioynTTOf <^pca^pcoc 
n.o\vpvts Evoivv/Acvc 
Ki^^uro^Mv Ilaiaviciis 
*AyvppiOf KoXXvrm 

AvKTifiaxos KoX«tfin}^ 



^Xaicoc Oivdu>€ 



Antiochis 
Akamantis 



iSfcK . . . .irat . . . . «D *ACrjviw lErechtheis 

*Ap((rrc£Si7S Src^rvcoi KvSaOrjvuuv^ Leontis 

Mdcr^os ©coTiov KvSaOrp^iw Aiantis 
^fUKvOo^ XaptVov *A^apv€vf Hippothontis 



OiKim 



^pvviav Acvfcovocvv 



'AXimtcic^i 



Leontis 
Akamantis 
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There are two apparent exceptions, Vit. Ant., p. 233, 76, Wcst- 
ermann, and C. I. A. iv 2, 73b ; for the former see Hille, Leipz. 
Siiul. I, 1S7S, p. 213, and for the latter see Julius Penndorf, Leipc. 
Siinl. xvni, 1897, p. 114, note 6. 

One cnn hardly believe that the lot pure and simple decided the 
order of the tribes, in holding either one of the ofBces without 
relation to the other ; for, in that case, it is highly improbable that 
no instance should have been handed down to us in which thesec- 
retary belonged to the prytanizing tril>e. We are, accordingly, 
justified in suspecting that the order of the tribes in the matter of 
secretary representation is determinable in terms of the order of the 
tribes in the t^r\'tanv. 

We have direct statements in the inscriptions and literature to 
the effect that the order of the tribes in the prytany was decided 
by lot. Thus in C.I.A. II, 312, we read: 

Toi*9 Sc Trpirrai^cif ot ir [ir^potrov Aa;(aKni' irpirraKCvctv SfojJvMU vcpc a^rov 
ry\v \!/yfl>ov Ci? [r']rjfiirpiaT7fv iKicXrfirCikv ; and in Aristotle' Ath. Pol. 43 : 

T-pvTavivct 8* €v ^icpci' rctfv ^vXHiiv cicaari^ icatf* o ri &y Aax<iMFiy, o2 fikw 
vpuiToi TcVrapcc c^ «cai rpuncovra ^fjL€pa% cicaori;, ai S€ t( ai vcrrcpot whm 
Kol rpioKovra ^fiipat iKoffTfi, 

These statements, however, might be interpreted to mean that 
the tribe to sit first was fixed by lot and the others followed in the 
official order ; but an examination of the inscriptions shows plain- 
ly enough that the tribes in the pry tan j> at least during the fifth, 
fourth, third and second centuries before Christ, did not have any 
relation to the official order at all. 

It has beeii commonly believed that the order of the tribes in the 
prj'tany was fixed by lot at the beginning of the year- In an arti- 
cle on the * Attic Civil and Sacred Years,' published in the Jour- 
nal of Philology for 1895-6, Vol. 24, p. 76, T. Nickl in incidentally 
suggests that it may have been at the end of each prytany that 
the tribe to sit next was determined. This view I think correct 
and by a comparison of the following passages (all I can find bear- 
ing on the matter) wnll attempt to prove it to be so. 

C. I. A. I, 37. €;([o'ci'c]y#c€Tw 5c TttOra 1% [rov] i^puov [^ Atyij^t 

7r[p]vTa[i'Ci]tt i7ravayK€i iir€i[Bay ] arpa , . » i% rpin/y ^fUpa¥ 

[yrfmT]ov f*«T[o to ujpdi. 
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This reading, given by a new fragment published by U. Koeh- 
ler, in Hermes, 1896, p. 146, removes any difficulty that might be 
connected with the reading in the C.I. A. 

CI. A. I, 40. IjrvXkv ^0'€X[ftyiy ir]pv[Tai']cia ly 8€vr[cpa]. This IS a 

compound decree : the second decree was passed during the 
second prytany, Kelcropis, and dealt with the question transferred 
to it by the first prytany. Had it not been Customary for the 
second prytany to be unknown during the term of office of the 
first prytany, it is strange that horripa was not replaced by Kcxpmrif. 
That the secretary who posted up the decree felt no scruples in 
regard to changing a matter of phraseolog3' to suit the fashion of 
the year in which he held office, may be ascertained from C.IJ^. 
IV 2, lb, in which it is to be noticed that the deme of the hnaratifg 
was added to the decree by the secretary who had it posted up; 
for in this year alone before 378-7 B C. was it customary to give 
the deme of this officer. On the other hand, that the decree he 
posted up was written out when passed and copied when inscribed 
on the stone, is clear from the same inscription ; for in it the 
Hellenotamiai, although in 403-2 B.C. they no longer existed, 
are required to give, indeed, are supposed to have given, the 
money to pay for the setting up of the stone. 

CI. A. 11, 12. [8]owai S^ "T^M ^?^w Tovs irpvroKCtc tows ficr)2i] 
[t^v] 'E/Kx^ytSfa irpvravcvoKraf ^v t^ vpfarrj iKK^Xtfat^ *'*[p* Twritfr- --J 

CI. A. II, 54. [im T^s 'AlcaJ/ouivTiSos Scvrc/>a[s vpvrama]^. - - • 
^TpQoLKoaTQ rrJ9 irpvr[avciaf]. - - - r^v Sc ^^ov Sovvoi vcpQ] avrov 
Tovs irpvravcis tovs [ficraj t^v ' Aica/AaFriSa irpvTav[cv]oKTas iv T^Ji w]ptiTjf 

CI. A. rv 2, 229c. TOV5 [Sc irp]vTavcis tov« fura t^v 'AFrio[)(]iSa 
ir/9vravcvovTas Sowot v€pi avrov rrfv ilnj^ov tU Ttjv itpwrrfv iKttXfftrLxw. 

CI. A. II, 243. Tov$ K irpvravti^ rov? Tiyv cio'iovotii' irpvrayuav wp(0^ 
ravcvorras Sovrai irc^i avrov ry^v ^^ov rw Si7/tu> cis Trjv irpionjv ^icicXijcnar. 

CI. A. IV 2, 252e. [«a4 SotWc] ir€pc afrov r^v ^^ov rovs w[/>]v 
Tavci[$ o& &v Tvyxdvio^ai irpvravcvoyrcc /iter [a Trf]v Olvrj^Sa ^vAi^, mrj^ 
Tov vo/ior. 

CI. A. II, 273. [t€V9 Sk vpvravtif rovs Trj]v ciatovoa/iirpfrTaraMj 
\wpvTav€vovTa^ Sovyoi tJ^^i^^of rtf ^^[^ c2f rrfv wpwrjiv iKtcXifa'Mw], 
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C.I. A. IV 2, 273c. [ircpc Sc rav Soipcwif Soti^ rj^]v ^4[«r T«vt] 
[x'pvrarcit rovs r^v ctcrtoiKrav irpv^rav[c4air vpvT«r«u0rraf J, 

C.I. A. II, 309. ro[vf S2 irpvroMcf oS ty rvy\^f^»win9 vpvravfuorr[cf] 

[r^r SjofCifuuriav rove 0c(r/A[o0mif cit ro vpurov Stica<rr]i;pior mirk Tovf 
vofio[vf]. 

C.I.A. II, 312. fE]**! AlorijMOv opxot^^ ^v*^ ^^ n]a(ir)tiovADf 
S[(i>]8cican;f «'pv[Ta3<^v - • - - • 2mpo^opui>voc crra [^]cr'c2ff[dQiaC| 
vcfiirrci «cat c(t)icocrT[e]t t^S wpvromof •.•---. rouf tk wpvrinfu^ A Ir 
[ir]p<«»rov Xa^xyHrw wpvTav€va¥ S[p]v¥Qi W€pi alrw r^v ^^^ ik {j^§^ 

C.I.A. II, 119. [iwifuXdoBajL SJjk alrroC -- [rov]v vynr^of oKwtf] 

If we compare these with the formulae used to convey insthic- 
tions to the proedroi, whom we know to have been elected by lot 
just before assuming office, the inference suggested above seems 
to me to be forced upon us. 

C.I.A. II, 318. [dya0d rvxci ScSoxAu r^ fiovX^'] rovv wpo- 

€i^[ovs 4K iv kdxwaiv vpocSpcuuv iv r<rt]i ii^fufd^ ript [iwimaaw iKKkifomi] 
[orav ifiiK^wrw at ix rov y\ofun) 4jfUflai ^^liATurax vcpt T0ur«v]| yWi/iifr 
Sc (vi/^fioXXvrBqx rifi fiovk^^ d% ror i^fui]v Sri Zok£ rci ^ovX^ Irairtnu] 
[^Tp6fiPi)^ov Kol (TT^c^Kiicnu XP^^IP (Trc^OKu diro - hpa')Qjmy ^P^^^^ 
&cira «nu ^[iXori^uat ri^s c2t rov S^/aov ' c&oa SJc avror ' AAp^oSor co! rove] 
[cfryovoue avroG teal ypa]'tlni<r6ai ^txX^[$ «au SiJ/mw teal ^ftarpws ^e ^^ /SouXrJ 
[ijrajt tBOLTa rov vo[ftov, rove Sc . wpvra^tM/^ Sovwu w€pi avjrov r^v ^^[•v] 
[cie r^v vp^amfy iKtcXtitriav, rove Sc 0ar]fu»0cr[ae ctoayay^ a^^r^ ti^v] 
[Sb«ci/iaO'tav r^e Swpcaje [orav vpmrmf • •• • 

In this resolution of the senate, it seems to me that it would be 
straining the passage very much, to make rove vywrovue refer to 
any other prytanes than those in office at the time. 

So in C.I.A. IV 2, 23xb. *Eirt Ki^^uroSwpov apx^nrro^ IvX [r$e . . . ] 

[ ire ]v«Ti;e vpvravcictef ^ [EvJicA [^e O^vftfoSciipov *AX«Mrcjc9Ac]v 

cypofi/Aarcticv ' IlooiScaivofe] ^['(^27 '^^ ScWa, Scvrcpja tuu UKOtrru rl^e irpvra- 
vcui[e3 ---->->-. [Sovvai Sc T^v ^]^ov rtf i^f*^ ircpl r^e iroXtrc^iSoie TOVfJ 
fir/}vrav(ce TJ^e IlavStoviSoe c[i]e r^v wpiirrfv iKKXijlaCoLv Kara rovj r^fMV. 

Before commenting on this decree, further than to state that it 
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and all those quoted above, with the exception of C.I.A. I, 37 
and 40, refer to donations of citizenship, I wish to cite (Dem.) 59, 

P- 1375- 

vpSgrw fJAv yap vo/io$ iarl rip 817/Mp KUfjutyo^ fiij iiuwai iroci^aairAfti 
^AOffvaSov ov &y /a^ &* ^vipayaBtav cic rov trjfuw rov ^AOrpnimv cKfioy ]J 
ycvcatfcu wokiTrjv, Iwur* lv€i&ay w€ur$^ 6 S^/iOS koI &f rij^ Sid»/>car, ovk if 
KvpCoLv y€V€<r&(U rrfv iroirjtriVf iay p.rj tq ^^tf fk rrfv iwuMnof liucXiiaiaw 
virtp€(aKur\i\ioi 'A^i/rouoiv ilrtf^itnavrai Kpvpirqv tfrff^^^fW^oi, rovf Sk 
irpwavti^ fccXcvei riBfvai rov9 KoSurKov^ 6 v6/uk teal rrp^ ^^ow iiimmi 
wpoaiovn r^ Si^fup, wpiv rov? ^cyovs fitrUvcLi fctu ra y^^ dvaip^, u« 
fcvpiOf a»y avrof avrov cicacrros aiccnr^rat irpos avrov Smva filXXu voXin^ 
iTMi^frccrAou, <t 2£iOf ccrri r^v Siopcaf o /mXAait Xi|^fCirAu. 

Prom this it is evident that r^v irpv^rtp^ UtcXrfvtav is identical with 
T^v liriovoav ^f(f(Xi;o'cav. This being the case, we have no option 
but to restore TLavltovdo^ in the lacuna in the preamble of C.I.A. 
rv 2, 231b ; for there were still thirteen days of the prytany to 
elapse, and during this period, even if no special convocation of 
theekklesia was held, one of the four regular meetings mentioned 
by Aristotle must have taken place. Koehler, however, restores 
"AfcofULvrt^, seemingly for no other reason than that Ilay&orit is 
mentioned farther down in the decree. 

It is obvious that the meeting at which the people were to 
vote by ballot must often have been held •before the term of the 
prytany, in which the matter was first considered, had expired. 
To cover these cases the following formula was used. 

C.I.A. II, 108. [#au 80VIUI r^v] ^^ov ir€p\ avrav rov? vpvrorccv W 
rg [yrpiarg iKKkff(rlf.Jl, 

C.I.A. II Add., 115b. rov? 8c irp[vr]<£rcc[?] Sovwu vtpi avrelv r^w 

C.I.A. 11, 154. [rov? irpvrdvci? - - Sowoi ircpt] avrov [riyv ^^^^^ 
[SiJ^cl? ri^v vputTrj^y iKKXfia[tav], 

C.I.A. II, 187. [tov? 8c ir/BVTav]cis r?? 'linroBlwrriSof 8owat wyn] 
[avrov r]ij[v] ^^ov ci? rp;v irpwn^v iKKXtfoioLv], 

C.I.A. II, 223. [Sovvoi - - rrfv ^^ov TOv]q «pvravc[i? - - c]t? ript 
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C.I. A. II, 228. rvi3\ 8[c vpvravccc r^v *A]iTioxiSof {oviia[iir€^d 

C. I A. II, 229. [tov« irpvravctc - Sovmi - vtfi ttVT«]v T^r [^^or fl«] 

C.I. A. II, 230. [tov« 8i irp3vrai'e[tc ri^s *Iviro0«MTiSot Sovyai «^]* 
avr[ov r^v if/yi^ov th rrjv ir/Mii>ri;v,l«cicXi^]<rui[r3« 

It is made probable by the preamble that Hippothontis was 
fourth in the prytany in this year (334-3 B.C.)- The dating 6k 
C.I- A. II, 739 is altogether too uncertain to present any obstaide. 

C.I. A. II, 272. rov9 Sc vpvTav€t9 r^s *I«{iro]0«»rrt8of totwu fnpL 
avTcv rifv [^j^^oy rip Si^/a^ ctoor^v vpMTiir imtskiftntm* 

C.I.A. II Add., 273b. rcvq Sc [ir/mroMic iwvai vyi «Mu Ti^jr. 

C.I.A. II, 320. rov9 Sp irpvrovcic row »/ivr]oiP«w[o]rTttf '<>v['G'{0 
[^ir]cfH avT^cv r^v ^^mQ - - - . 

C.I.A. IV 2, 366b. Sovvoi Sc v[cpi avrov rj^v] 4^^^c¥ rov( w/nt^^us 

See also C.I.A. iv 2, 229d, 1. 15 ; 11, 288, 300 ; IV 2, 300b ; n, 
3181 361, 397t 401. 

C.I.A. II, 51 might seem to present a difficulty, but, in reality, 
is strongly confirmatory. The preamble runs as follows : 

[*Eiri A]v[<ri]<rrporaw ap\ov70i lw\ [rjf . . .]• 
[ . .iS]of htKoXyp irpvravc[t]af [J] '£[04]'' * 
[ . . . ira]t[ . . . . «] 'Af7vi€[w]« lypa^bifid[r<[W] • 

[v • T«v irpocSpotv] «[Tc]^[^]{![e £^y]y[cXot*« ff] 

(corona) (oorooa) 

[. . • ijStoc cTircv ' vipi i,v oi wpivfiut o[f] 
[vapa] Aiairv[<r]iow i7#tov[Tc]s Ac'yaua([v3, 2cS[i(^ - 

[oiirs Sc irpvravc]is [tov]s [r^i *£]pC^X^4^^ So]- 
[vvai Tffv y^^oy ircJ/M [a^ov - • • • 

Erecbtheis in the second last line is due to Fauvel, who read p 
on the stone, and this is accepted by Koehler. It must be noticed 
that there is one space too few in the preamble to allow us to re- 
store 'EptxOrftiof. Nevertheless, it should be restored ; for in the 
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preamble as given in the Corpus there are but thirty letters, while 
in the rest of the decree there are thirty-one, though the whole 
inscription is written trrwyfyfioy. If all the lines had an equal 
number of letters, Hrechtheis would exactly fit the lacuna. Fur- 
ther, the decree was passed in the last prytany of the year. -It is 
clear from C.I. A 11, 312 (see p. 22) that, during this prsrtany, the 
lot had not yet been cast to' determine the tribe to sit first in the 
following year. The Pseudo-Demosthenes states that the vote 
by ballot was to be taken in regard to the donation of citizenship 
at the * coming meeting of the people.* This would be utterly 
impossible were the prytanes of Erechtheis, who are required to 
see that this is done, other than those in the prytany at the time ; 
for the first prytany of the following year (368-7 B.C.) was not 
Erechtheis, but Kekropis (C.I. A. ii Add., 52b). . I, therefore, 
have no hesitation in restoring *Ep€xft7t8o$ in the preamble of this 
decree. 

In a decree published in Hermes, 1896, p. 138, and passed in 
the prytany of Akamantis of the year 424-3 B.C., there is found 
the following : 

[icai 8ovva& no3ra/io8<iipa> ircvraf(0<ria9 8p[a)^/iav 8o>pciay Ik Si^fUNTiOv] Ivi 

r^c 'Afca/iaiTiiSoc ^vt[o« i^/xcpo>v, ot 8< «rpv]ravci€ iwifjuXifiirrmw 

foTrci>c iiv irapao^Mcriv ol KwXaK^perai ' ravra fuv Trj/i^Povk^y^lnf^unurtui^ 
iav Sc ri Sci^jrat Ilora/toScdpof, i^[' Axa/iavrtc irpvravcta voiffodrki^ irpoonoSor 
avr J €1^ [rj iKKXrj(ri]if. [irptarov fu9^ ^^P^* 

In this inscription, although the tribe Akamantis is in the pry- 
tany at the time the instructions are given and are to be carried 
out, it is mentioned by name, not simply referred to as ^'ol 

C.I. A. I, 31 B has *arTOKXc[a] Sc vpwrayaytv T€V *E[p]€x!MXa 
irpi»TaycAa[v] irpos rev fiovXlv cv T€[i] rrporct cSpai. In this there is an 

additional reason for specifying the prytauj- by name, in that 
Phanlokles, whose interest was presumablj- in the colony which 
was being sent to Brea, would wish the tribes in the prj'tanj' at 
the time he was speaking to introduce him to the senate, that the 
thirt}' days, open for making arrangements, might not elapse be- 
fore he got a chance to explain his plans. 
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It seems to me, therefore, that the speaker in the senate or 
assembly did not know the name of the tribe to succeed the one 
silling in the pr>-tany at the time he was speaking. Whenever 
the name of a tribe, instructed to perform some duty in the futurei 
is mentioned, it is the name of the one in office at the time the in* 
strnctions are given, unless the}* are given during the ninth pry- 
tany, when of course, the tribe to sit tenth being known, its name 
might be given. In the light of these facts we must explain the 
observation, that the tribe from which the secretary was chosen 
was never the same as that in the prytany during his term of 
office. If we look at the question from the point of view of the 
official who drew from the urn the ballots, by which, in each case, 
the tribe to sit in the pr3'tany, and the tribe to be represented in 
the secretar>'ship next, were to be determined, we can understand 
the process most clearly. Let us suppose Aiantis to have been 
drawn for the first section of the prytany year, and one of the 
other nine, say Erechtheis, for the first secretaryship. Erechtheis 
would then proceed to elect by show of hands an individual to 
hold the office. For the second position in the prytany the lot 
fixed upon Aigeis, let us suppose. Of course, no ballot for Aian- 
tis was put in the urn. The secretary for Aigeis would neces- 
sarily be chosen by one of eight tribes alone, unless we had sup- 
posed Erechtheis to have been the one drawn for the second place 
in the prytany. In this way, when the tribes for nine prytanies 
and for nine secretaryships were determined, there would be left 
one tribe for each office, and they must necessarily be different. 

Note A. In the year 40S-7 B.C., the tribes in the prytany aeem to have 
been arranged in the reverse of the official order, — ^tfaus (.1) *AntiodiiB, (3) 
'^^Aiantis, (3) ^^Hippothontis, (4) *Kekropis, (5) Oineis, (6) 'AkamantiB, 
(7; Leontis, (8) Pandionis, (9) Aigeis, (10) *£rechtheia. 

Kirchhoff, on account of the like number of letters in the lines, and the 
like shaping of the letters, is inclined to join C.I.A. iv i, 331, 4, p. 151 to 
1, 324. It js Jrom I, 324 that we obtain the prytanies given above without 
an asterisk. He states that C.I.A. iv i, 321, 4, p. 151, is probably the last 
portion of the accounts of the Erechtheum superintendents for the year. In 

it we have *Eirl r^t f]5ot 5cirdrif[t vpvranuoi^ifjt. *E|pextfiftt«f exactly 

fits. I think that we must suppose that the reverse order of the tribes wat 
follo\i-ed in this year, unique as it now appears to be. The prytanica, there- 
fore, for the whole year have been restored as above. 
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There are several inscriptions dealing with work done on the Erechtheimi, 
viz., C.I.A. 1, 321, 322, 323, 324; IV I, 321, p. 74; IV 1, 321, p. 148. liiichaelis, 
in Mitth. des deutsch. arch. Inst, zu Athen xiv, 1889, p. 349ff., thinks that 
they all belong to one. year, 409-8 B.C., and that they should be arranged 
in the order C.I.A. I, 322, 321 ; iv i, 321, i and 2, p. 148 ; IV i, 321, p. 74; I, 
324. Kirchhoff does not venture to say whether he is right or not. By 
restoring as above, we show clearly that Michaelis is wrong, both in faia 
disposition of the inscriptions, and in holding that they all belong to one 
year. C.I.A. i, 322, in which Kekropis holds the first prytany, and C.LA. 
I, 324, in which we make Kekropis the fourth, obviously cannot belong to 
one year. C.I.A. i, 322 is dated by the archon in 409-8 B.C. ; therefore^ 
C.I.A. I, 324 does not belong to 409-8 B.C. It cannot fall to 410-9 B.C.t 
407-6 B.C., or 406-5 B.C. on account of the arrangement of the prytanies in 
these years, and so Kirchhoff 's conjecture, that it belongs to the year 40S-7 
B.C., is confirmed. As we have seen, C.I.A. iv i, 321, 4, p. 151, is likewise 
assigned to 408-7 B.C. ; so that a certain degree of order is thrown into the 
fragments that deal with the erection of the Erechthcum. 

§ 8. Change from XeiporovCa to KhjpoHrL^. The Signi- 
ficance OF THE Secretary's Name in the Titles and 
Official Headings of Decrees. 

Aristotle, Ath. Pol. 54, 3, says : irpdrcpov /jav otv oSroc ?» x^^P^* 

onfToS) Kal T0V9 ivio(oTdrov9 koI vtarordrovi i)(€ipOT6vcvy* jooa y&p iw 
TM trnjXaii wpb^ roue ovfLfuixuus icai irpo$€vCon9 ical iroXcrcMUf ovros 
Avaypd<^€T<u, vvv Sk ycyovc icXi;p«M'df . 

He states that, before the principle of sortition was introduced 
into the election of the secretary, the most reputable and trust- 
worthy citizens were chosen for that office ; the inference being, 
that, since the change to the system followed in his day took 
place, the results were not always so happj\ Now just what 
does the passage mean ? In ovrof dvaypdi^crai the allusion is cer- 
tainly to the name of the secretary, and to nothing else. The ques- 
tion has been raised whether Aristotle sought proof for his conclu- 
sion, as to the position in the social world occupied by the sec- 
retaries in former times, from the mere presence of their names on 
tablets of the specified character, or from the social standing of 
the persons, whom such tablets show to have held the secretary- 
ship. If the latter be true, the addition, irpos raT? trvfifuixuut ni 
irpofcvuuv Koi iroXtrcMuv, is remarkable. It would indicate that the 
only sources, available to Aristotle for ascertaining who had 
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secretaries, were the stelai mentioned. It is incredible that at 
Athens no other records were kept : and, as a matter of fact, all 
stelai, inscribed at the command of the senate and assembly, ir- 
respective of the content of the matter inscribed, would have been 
available to Aristotle for such a purpose. Therefore, we arc 
bound to fall back upon the conclusion that Aristotle is proving 
bis point by the presence of the secretar>**s name, in documents, 
in which the mere fact of its presence, demonstrated the esteem 
and confidence, in which each individual secretary was held by 
his fellow citizens ; and indeed this is the only conclusion for 
which there is any warrant in the text of Aristotle. 

These documents are stelai on which are inscribed decrees 

dealing with international questions (o\*fi#iax«u, vpofcruu, voAcr^Su). 

As has been seen above, there are two places in decrees in which 

the name of the secretar}' may appear, the title, and the official 

heading. All decrees published by state authority, at all times, 

contain the .secretarj^'s name in the official heading. Therefore, 

Aristotle cannot possibly have referred to the official heading. 

Accordingly, without an examination of the facts, we are brought 

to the conclu'^ion that, in the decrees meant by Aristotle, 

the writing referred to in the phrase oSrof dyaypo^at was 

in the title. The facts prove this conclusion to be correct: 

for, with only four exceptions, all the intelligible decrees with 

the name of the secretary in the title, from the earliest times 

until the year 356-5 B.C., deal with treaties of alliance (ovfifux^X 

laudatory inscriptions in honor of states or individuals (vpofcmaAX 

or articles of citizenship (iroXtrcioi). The four exceptions are, 

C.I A. IV I, 27b, p. 59; I, 58; rv I, 39a, p. 141; I, 61. 

They all contain the reports of special committees that have 

been nominated and instructed by the people to perform some 

specific duly. The first three deal with re-assessments of 

tribute, and the fourth with a revision of the laws. After 356-5 

B.C.. the secretary's name never appears in the title, and after 

363-2 B.C., the first year in which we know that the secretary 

was an annual officer, only twice, once in 359-8 B.C. (C.I. A. 11, 

60). and again in 356-5 B.C. (C.I. A. ii Add., 66b). If it was 

determined in 363-2 B.C., or even a few years earlier, to omit the 
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secretary's name in the title for the future, it is but natural that, 
from force of habit, it should have been inserted in a few instances 
in the years immediately following. Hence, we are justified in 
holding that, when the secretar}' became an annual officer, some- 
where between 368-7 B.C. and 363-2 B.C., his name was dropped 
in the title. 

In this way we have arrived at the time, at which the secretary 
was first elected by sortition instead of by show of haiids ; f(^ it is 
evident from Aristotle that the omission of the name in the title 
marks the era of the introduction of the lot. We may say, theie- 
fore, that, somewhere between the years 368-7 B.C. and 363-2 
B.C., the secretary became an annual officer, and hence was 
elected by lot according to the general practice in the case of 
yearly public officers. Now just what is meant by the change 
from election by show of hands to election by lot ? The only 
part popular election could have played in the earlier process was 
in the selection of the individual from among his fellow tribes- 
men. This seems clearly to have been what Aristotle meant by 
XupoTovCoL. After 363-2 B.C. the individual and not merely the tribe 
was selected by lot. This change well illustrates the idea that lay 
behind the usage of sortition. This was to prevent the ablest men 
in the state, the men most capable of governing, and recognized as 
such, from being chosen regularly or frequently to fill the ordinaxy 
administrative positions. To efiect this, as Aristotle says, tos i* 

Apxai rav wtpi rrfv iyKVKXuty itoucrfotv oiroouc woiovat tfXrfpara^, Of 

course, the object aimed at was to secure the supremacy of the 
demos ; for the less the power of the executive, the greater that 
of the people. So long as the secretary' was an official of the 
senate, or rather of a pr\'tanj' of the senate, he was chosen b3' show 
of hands, in all probability^ from among his fellow senators. But 
when he became a state officer, to ofiset his increased powers the 
lot was used in his election. 

It seems that from the presence of his name in the title Aris- 
totle could judge that the secretary' was a man of high position in 
the state. The limitations to the appearance of his name, and 
the uncertainty of its appearance within these limitations, make 
it difficult to see what useful purpose its presence served. It is 
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noteworthy, however, that it was over stelai irpos rats irvfifui;(&iv ml 
vpo^cvuuf icai iroXiroiGiiv that anaglyphs were placed, and observation 
shows that, where there is an anaglyph, there is usually found a 
title with the secretar>''s name in it. Further, the :iecretary *s name 
in the title is almost always written out in full in large-sized letters, 
the deme name being rarel}* omitted. All these facts seem to me 
to indicate that the presence of the secretar^^'s name in the title is 
due entirely to motives of ostentation. 

The presence of the secretar}'*s name in the official heading has 
been thought by some to have been, in the fifth century, a means 
of dating the decree. I can find no proof for this view. It is 
true that the secretary's name is invariably present in the official 
heading of decrees, and the archon's usually absent. It is true, 
also, that with the archon's name in the public accounts is joined 
the name of the secretary for the first prytany of the year. The 
only bearing, if any, which the latter fact has is upon the much 
vexed question of the sacred and civil years. The only condu- 
sion that the former yields is that the fifth century inscriptions 
were not, as a rule, dated at all. It is true that, in one case, 
ivyypa<l>ai are cited by the name of a secretary (C.I. A. i, 31, 1. 16). 
That this is the ypa/i/iarcv? r^ /SovX^v is not certain. The (vyypaL^ds 
themselves may have had a secretary. It is equally true that 
^Infj^Urfiara are never cited by the name of the secretary, but by 
the name of the mover or archon. It does not appear likely that 
we are to recognize a difference, in the significance of the presence 
of the secretary's name in the official heading, as between the 
fifth century, and those following. This being the case, the fact 
that decrees, published by private individuals or associations, 
bear the archon*s name, but lack the secretary's, seems to show 
that the secretary's name in the official heading distinguishes the 
officii publication.' An examination of the inscriptions shows 
that no decree, ordered to be set up by the state and of which we 
possess the official copy, lacks the name of the secretary. On the 
other hand, if the inscription be copied from an officially pub- 
lished decree and set up by a private individual, or set up by a 

' Hartel in his Studien fieems to me to have proved this point oondniively. 
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private individual from the unpublished state copy kept in the 
Metroon, it always lacks the secretaire's name. 

To certify that an inscription has been published by state 
authority is, therefore, the prime reason for the presence of the 
secretary's name in the ofBcial headings of inscriptions. Asa 
secondary reason, is the guarantee, thereby given, that the pub- 
lished copy is word for word as the resolution passed by the state 
assemblies. 

The idea might be obtained, from the great frequency with 
which the secretary's name is connected with the publication of 
decrees, that that was his sole or most important duty. Such is 
not the case. According to Aristotle the y/wfifuftrcvfi mra v^vroyctnr 
rwy y/Kifi/iarcav ^ori ici^HOS, mu ra ilnf^iaftara ra yiyro/UMi ^vX^rra flail 
ToXXa wdvra dynypa^rat. That is to say, the duties of the secre- 
tary consisted, for the most part, in receiving, keeping, and check- 
ing off with the original copies, the state decrees, which, unless 
otherwise specifically disposed of, were stored in the Metroon 
(C.I. A. IV 2, 458b, 1. i6ff.). If any were to be published, he 
was the official to have it done. 
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34 The Athenian Secretaries. 

% lo. Official Ordsr op the Tribes in the Secrbta&t- 

SHIP DURING THE FoURTH CENTURY B.C. 

It has long been known that, in some 3*ear between 368-7 B.C. 
and 363-2 B.C.« the secretary mentioned in the preamble of the 
decrees, in place of changing with each prytany, came to hold 
office for the whole year. The exact year of the change has not 
been definitely established, nor can it be, until more inscriptions 
of this period have been discovered. 

In the list given above, the first point to be observed is that, in 
a period oi ten years, one secretary from each of the ten tribes 
holds office. This is all but demonstrably true of the period 362-x 
to 353-2 B.C. inclusive. It is certainly true of the ten years 
342-1 to 343-2 B.C. inclusive, and of the two ten year periods 
that follow. The second, and more important point to be noticed, 
is that, for the thirty years 352-1 to 323-2 B.C. inclusive, the 
tribes, from which the secretaries are selected, follow one another 
in the official order. This requires no demonstration : it can be 
seen at a s;lance. The official order of the tribes has been well 
known heretofore ; but it has always been looked upon as a ptire- 
1}^ descriptive thing : it has never been known to have had any- 
thing to do with an annual office. If there were ten men in a 
board, their names, if published, were seen to be frequently ar- 
ranged in the official order of their tribes. But that the official 
order was anything more than a kind of alphabetical method of 
arranging names, has now for the first time been demonstrated. 

In the year 322-1 B.C. a new ten years period was begun in the 
usual way, with a secretary from the tribe Erechtheis, but on the 
20th of Boedromion the Lamian war was ended by a Macedonian 
garrison entering Mounychia. We have evidence that the demo- 
cratic method of procedure was not at once thrown aside. During 
the whole of this archon-year, the demos as usual attended to the 
public business, and the secretary' continued to publish the de- 
crees. It is most likely that it was at the beginning of the year 
321-20 B.C. that the democratic forms were abolished, the twelve 
thousand of the poorer citizens disfranchised, an oligarchic timoc- 

> C.I.A. n, 185, 186, 188. 
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racy established, and a fundamental change made in the branch 
of the service to which the secretary belonged. 

This much said, it merely remains to make some simple re- 
marks on the list given above, and to substantiate the restorations 
suggested. In the first place it is shown be^'ond the shadow of a 
doubt that the view taken earlier in regard to the number of the 
officials dealing with the publication of the decrees is correct. 
Before 363 B.C., ther^ is absolutely no evidence to. show that 
there existed, at any one time, more than one secretary with this 
duty. Between 363-2 B.C. and 322-1 B.C., there is only one 
secretar}'^ mentioned in the formulae of the decrees ; he holds office 
for a year, and has two titles, ypafi/Aarcvs r^s )3ovX^¥, and ypa/tfutrcvs 
fcara irpvravcuiv. The second is a new title which gradually dis* 
places the first. This is incontestible ; for it is certain that the 
person whose duty is specified in the decree, is identical with the 
one, whose name is given in the preamble of the decree ; and the 
person, named in the preamble of a decree, and in the same decree 
given the title ypafifmrm rijs fiovX^g^ is shown bj' his tribe to be a 
member of the same system of tribe rotation as the person named 
in the preamble of another decree, and in the same decree given 
the title ypa/i^KETcvs icaro irpvravtuxy. The secretaries follow one 
another in the official order of the tribes they represent whether 
the^^ are called jypofi/Aarcis ttjs PovXSj^, or ypafLfuiTus Kark vprmymy. 
Indeed, the same conclusion seems to be forced upon us by what 
Aristotle' says of the ypafifiorm Kara irpvrwoay ; for, manifestly, 

^ Those "who maintain that yp€Lfi4UiTedt rift ^vX^t and ypafiftmrt^ mmrk 
wpvT«LP€lap denote different persons are obliged to assume a mistake on the 
part of Aristotle. Thus Caillemer, Daremberg et Saglio n, p. 1648, aajB : 

Pour le ypafifULTt^t xard wpvrap€lap, il y a moins de difficult^, bien qn* il 
soit k peu pr^s certain pour nous qu* Aristote applique k ce secretaire det 
obserx'ations qui ne sont >'raies que pour le 7pafifMrc^f r^s fiovXijt du v* siMe. 
C*est de ce dernier seul qu' on pent dire qu* il a ^t^ autrefois fiu et que 
r Election portait sur les citoyens les plus illustres et les plus dignes de con- 
fiance. Le ypafmjaT€^t «ard vpvraptLaw a toujours ^t^ tir^ au sort panni les 
prytanes. 

So Penndorf, Leipz. Stud, xviii, p. I35f., from another point of view cfw 
gues : lam quaeras, qui fiat, ut Aristoteles eum (/.^., ypafA^iaria r^ fimfk^) 
neglexerit. Ac primum quidem id dubium esse nequit, quin reveim od 
yp€LfjLtMT4a T^f /SovX^f fere vocatum spectent ilia verba, de quibus 
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the secretary'' who in Aristotle's day was ffXi|p««ro« was in earlier 
times x^^P^^^'^^^^ while it is universally held that the secretary 
XcipoToiijrof was the ypafiftarAi r^f jSovX^, the only one of this 
character that existed in former times. The title ypofifmrm mtk 
Trpxrravtiav I take to mean, the 'secretary who held office prytany 
after pry tany', i.e., *fora seriesof pr>aanies\ and cite, in support 
of this interpretation of xara irpvraycwv, the common phrases mf' 
'^fjLtpa.v, 'day after day\ 'day by day', 'daily', and twrk §Kf¥m, 
'month after month '. 

There was no possibility of there existing at Athens such a 
thing as a professional class of secretaries ; for no individual could 
hold the office more than twice in a period of twenty years, and, 
as a matter of fact, in the whole period of Athenian history, there 
is not a single instance of the same person holding the office a 
second time. 

As to the body from which the secretary was elected by lot (vvv 
Sk yryovt icXij/xtfrdc) : — in the year 341-0 B.C., the secretary for the 
3ear was 'Oyyr w Tr o t 'A/w^ipios (C.I. A. ii, 116), of the tribe Aigeis. 
Xow, as it happens, we have a list of the senators of the tribe 
Aigeis for that year (Dittenberger, Sylloge 334 A ; Bull v, p. 
36iff.), and ^Oniaimrot *Apa^iQvwi is not among the number. Un- 

egimus: priore actate illustrissiinos ac fidelissimos homines scribas caae 
creatos. Sed velim ea acriter attendas. Disserens enim de scriba cari 
wpvTaptUPf qui tunc erat, tradit haec : wp6rtpop lUv 0^0$ 1^9 x«^oror^Af— 
vvv U yiyom kXiipwrU, Habet igiiur priorem senains scribam, gui sane 
secundum prytaniam muiabaiur^ eodem loco ac posierioretn tawr^ wpwmUkw 
scribam^ publicum^ sorie dudum. Idem manifestum fit his : tnX yiip Ir rmh 
cT^\ait - - oDrof dpaypd^rrai - scilicet in praescriptis decretorum ezaratur 
ypatkitartift 6 card wpvravtlap olim senatorius turn publicus. Aristoteles 
autem utrumciue prorsus aequat, nisi quod unum significat discrimen : 
quondam creationem in usu fuisse, postea sortitionem. Recenset enim ilium 
suo iure inter dpx^t jcXijpitfrdt. Cum autem depingendam sibi proposuerit 
earn rerum puljlicarum formam, quae ab Euclide restituta in posterum vigebat, 
dignum haliet adnotatu, quae res hac aetate novatae sint ; et fuit ille scriba 
vtl post Euclidem per aliquantum tempus x^H'^^^^^- creatus. Neque vero 
meminit rei multo gravioris : scribas priore aetate revera quaque prytania 
mulatos fuis&e benatores, posteriore autem magistratus publicos et annuoa. 
Jmmo duobus generibus non disiincds unatn quasi coniinuatn eorumpropo' 
gaiionetn statuii. lam fieri non potest, ut simul disserat pristinum senatut 
scribam etiamtum exstare iuxta ypaii^iAria rhv irard vpvravtimw. 
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fortunately for the settlement of the question, there are inscribed 
on the stone the names of forty-nine senators only. (See B. 
Gollob, Wiener Studien in, p. 209ff.). There is left the pos- 
sibility that the fiftieth was the secretary for the year ; but, as 
the name was lacking on the stone when set up, it seems to me 
very unlikely that one of the officers for the year would be passed 
by intentionally. I, therefore, hold that the secretary was not a 
senator, but was elected by lot from among the other members of 
the tribe. 
Two lists of the officers of the senate may here be considered. 

(i) C.I.A. 11. 114 (343-2 B.C). 

KXcocrrparoc Tifuxr^cKOw AcyiXftcuf 

AfffW^iXoi HavraXuiVTOS 'AypvA:$0cv 

iirl TO Otiapucw ' 
Krf^tao4>^v Kc^oXtWoc *A^iSwuoc 

PovX^rofiuu * 
'AvrucX^s ^ ApurroKpdrovi KvSoApaicvs 
A/M>fUMcXc4Si79 SpaavfiT^iovi 'AyyovauK* 
(2) A. Wilhelm, Bericht, p. 6 f. (335-4 B.C.) 

Ilpo^evoc nvXayopov 'A^cpSovcnoc 
ypafifULTW T^ S^fi^ 

ivi ra ^frq^vtriuaa* 
dvrcy/ML^cvs * 
•rofuas TJ PovXg * 
rafiuii Twv ct¥ TO dn&A/fia * 

It must be noted that they are officers of the senate as a whole, 
not of a particular prytany, and, therefore, hold office for a year. 

The ypafifiarw Kara irpvravciav, KAcoorparoc Tifuxr^ci^ovf A^yiXicuc, is 

found in the preamble of two decrees of the year 343-2 B.C, 
C.I. A. TV 2, 114b and 114c, and npo^cvosnvXayopov'AxcpSouo-iovmay 
be restored in the preamble of C.I. A. rv 2, 128b, 1. 2 (335-4 B.C.)* 



J 



38 Tlie Atlienian Secretaries. 

The official litX ra y^^l<Tiuvr<L has been usually identified with the 
ypa/i/xuTci's t5« )8ov\tJs. This is clearly impossible. There is no 
reason for thinkiug him a secretary at all, anymore than the 
officer cvt TO StiopiHov, who does not appear in the later list. This 
office was probably abolished in 339 B.C., when the theoric was 
converted into a military fund. 

§11. Restorations. 

360-9 B. C. The editor of C. I. A. 11 states that *ayroKX[i7v] must 
belong to either 360-9 B.C. or 359-8 B.C. This being the case, 
he must Ijelong to 360-9 B.C. 

359-S B.C. KctfuoSiys, restored from C.I. A. ii, 672 and 996 
(there wrongly written [Eipco-ij&Ts), in both of which a man named 
S/uVcv^os comes from this deme, exactly fills the lacuna. 

358-7 B.C. There is no reason why n€]po#c[Xa']V [. ] 

[Aa/i]7rTp[cvs] (C.I. A. II Add., 82b) should not be assigned to this 

year. The preamble of C.I. A. 11 Add., 82b begins ['Bw ] 

[ apx}f>^o9. The archon for 358-7 B.C., written thns, 

Ki7^i<roSdro, exactly fills the lacuna. 

356-5 B.C. [nttf]€v5 : I have accepted the conjecture of Bnstra- 
tiadis (C.I.A. 11 Add., 66b, frg. A & B., editor's note). The 
father*s name might be filled out thus, Avaiftdxa^. 

352-1 B.C. C.I.A. II, io5has[K]aXXio8i7s'; Koehler assigns it pos- 
itively to 01. 107, and picks out 0ucXXos, the name of the archon 
for 351-0 B.C., as the name best suited to the lacuna. C.LA« n 
Add., 105b, has KoXXiaSiTs Eim[vvfjLm lypa/Aftajrcvc, and is dated 
thus : [*Eiri ](« ?yapx'^^^' Koehler remarks, ** sub- 
ject haec iiiulo jo^, quia facile aliquis animum inducere possU 
uirumque fragmenium ad eundem annum referendum esse. Mihi 
quidem idonca causa cur sic siatuaiur nan esse mdetur** If with 
so considerable a discrepancy between the number of letters in 

OucXXov (written perhaps ©vtAAo) and [ ]«, one might take 

them to belong to the same year, it may be pardonable, perhaiis, 
to restore *A/)MrToSi;fu>, which exactly fills the lacuna in C.I.A. n 
Add., 105b and is no worse in C.I.A. ii, 105, than BvkXAo is in 
C.I.A. II Add., 105b. Aristodemos was archon in 352-1 B.C., 
and a secretary from Erechtheis was due to this year. 
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346-5 B.C. Penndorf, Leipz. Stud. 1897, P- ^97 P^^ C.I.A. 
II, 75 and C.I.A. iv 2, iicx: together, and completes the secre- 
tary's name as above. 

344-3 B.C. Koehler dates C.I.A. 11, 11 1 in some year between 
348-7 B.C. and 336-5 B.C. Excepting the year 348-7 B.C. itself, 
344-3 B.C. is the only one. available within this period, the name 
of the archon for which fits the lacuna. 

340-9 B.C. I have added a deme to the name of the secretaiy 
given in C.I.A 11, 117 from C.I A. 11, 809c, 1. 71 (325-4 B.C.)f in 
which a person named Ai^/ioor/wros 'Acnrcrov KvSiqppuK, whom I 
take to be a son of the secretary for 340-9 B.C., is mentioned. 
The father's name is a pure conjecture. 

338-7 B.C. In C.I.A. n, 121, is mentioned a secretary named 

^C[Xi}inros *AvTi^ In C.I.A. 130, the following 

secretary is given, --Ei]Teai6«. The latter inscription is dated by 
Koehler in some year between 356-5 B.C. and 336-5 B.C. (CI. A. 
II, p. 58). The deme Etrouos belongs to the tribe Akamantis. 
During this period there are only two years to which it could be 
ascribed, viz., 348-7 B.C., and 338-7 B.C. I have placed it in 
338-7 B.C., because, after restoring the common name^ Antiphon, 
for the father of the secretary, EtrcaXoc exactly fills the remaining 
space. 

336-5 B.C. BvircToittv is the only deme of the tribe Kekrppis 
that fills the lacuna in C.I.A. rv 2, 128c. The name of the sec* 
retary's father [McXi7o-]avS/)ov I have restored from C.I.A. 11, 943, 
in which the name McXi^craKS/^oc Smrcraiw occurs among the itainfrai 
for 325-4 B.C. As the Stainyrot were all sixty years of age, it is 
not at all unlikely that he had a son old enough to be secretaiy 
in 336-5 B.C. 

335-4 B.C. The secretary's name is given thus : Ilpofcypg 

[n ] I have filled up the lacuna from 

C.I.A. II Nov. Add., 567b (287-6 B.C.). In this inscription a 
man named Dpo^a^oc HvXayopov 'AxcpSovtrtot makes the motion. 
He may have been the same person or perhaps his grandson. The 
name fits the lacuna exactly. (Since writing the above, an in- 
scription has been deciphered by A. Wilhelm, (see above p. 37) 
which contains the name as restored, with the title ypofifiarm mrk 
irpvTarciay.) 



40 The Athenian Secretaries. 

334-3 B.C. In C.I.A. II, 230, we have Mvi^aii^cXoc Mrifa«*i{of] 

[ f] lypaiifMTMvt. In 334-3 B. C. , Aiantis must have ftunished 

the secretary, and, of the tribe Aiantis, there are only twodemes, 
Jltppihrj^ and 4HiXi;p€vc, that fill the lacnna exactly. 

331-0 B.C. In C.I.A. IV 2, 115b, a man from Kollytos is said 
to have been secretary. Koehler dates the inscription in 342-x 
B.C. The decree refers to the reception accorded certain ambas- 
sadors from Athens at Epidamnos and Apollonia, and commends 
the good-will shown them by two citizens, one of Epidamnos, 
and the other of Apollonia. The motion is made by a man named 

noXi«vicT[oc S^ifr]riov. In 343-2 B.C., a man named 

IloXiVi'fcros is known to have accompanied Demosthenes on an 
embassy to the Peloponnese and Acamania. Kbehler assumes that 
this is the embassy referred to, and dates the inscription in 342-x 
B.C., because the deme of the secretary will not allow him to' 
place it in 343-2 B.C. The deme of the secretary, in the light of 
present knowledge, as little allows it to belong to 342-1 B.C. It 
must belong to either 351-0 B.C. or 331-0 B.C., and froni the fiict 
that in the preamble we find ^#c«cXi^ia cv Aion^ov, it must be dated in 
331-0 B.C. ; for this part of the preamble is found in no other de- 
cree before 338 B.C., and is just as much an anachronism in the 
year assigned by Koehler as it would be in 351-0 B.C. 

328-7 B.C. By assigning C.I.A. 11, 236, and C.I.A. IV2, 178b, 
to the same year, the archon and the name of the secretary may 
be restored in the former, and the deme of the secretary in the 
latter.* In both decrees the restorations suit the lacunae. 

g 12. The Fifteen Years of Confusion between 322-1 
B.C. AND 307-6 B.C. 

At the beginning of the year 321-0 B.C., if not earlier, an 
oligarchic form of government had replaced the democracy. 
Simultaneously with this revolution came changes in the disposal 
of the decrees the greatly diminished demos passed. 

In the ye.ir 335-4 B.C., and a^ain in some subsequent year, we 
know of the existence of an official called 6 dvaypa^vk. Of his 

' This restoration was suggested to me by Mr. C. O. Harris, A.B., of Cor- 
nell University. 
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duties we are told only that they were iirifUXttrOai r^s <&mypa^7€ rmy- 
ypa^fidriav, No such title being found in Aristotle's noXirc/a, it 
has been commonly held that the office did not come into exist- 
ence till after 325 B.C. This view has been positively disproved 
by the list of ^^ Mitglieder des Rathes^^ given above (p. 37). 
The fact that he is not mentioned by Aristotle indicates one of 
two things, either that his duties were of very little importance, 
or that he was not a permanent official. His appearance in 335-4 
B.C., and again fifteen years later, precludes the latter alternative. 
When the state of affairs at Athens was normal, the official who 
attended to the registration of state documents would have had 
ceremonial rather than actual duties to perform. It was not an 
unusual thing at Athens to appoint an individual or committee to 
attend to the codification of the laws. The draypa^m rwv vo/mit, 
accused by Lysias' client in speech xxx, assumed importance only 
through the disorganization that attended the last years of the 
Peloponnesian War, and the overthrow of the democracy. So it 
was with the dmypa^cvc rwv ypa/yifuiroiv. Before the Lamian War, 
he was probable a subordinate to the ypafi/juarm Kara vpvTay€£a» and 
did clerical work in the Metroou. The official ivtra ^jniiiarfMam 
was in all likelihood his colleague. Both are probably included 

among the aXXot ypafifjuartXs 01 cirt rcKS irjfuoa-ioii ypofifiaaiy mentioned 

in C.I. A. II, 61. The reorganization of the state in the form of 
an oligarchy brought about a reversal in the positions of the 
Avay pa^vif and the ypafifuirm Kara irpvTavaoLv, Henceforth, the sec- 
retary was to be a prytany official — a member of the presidin|^ 
prytany most probably. The registrar took from him the duty of 
publishing the decrees of the senate and assembly. This is 
clearly indicated by the presence of the name and title of the 
registrar in the preamble of the decrees, along with, and taking 
precedence over, the name of the secretar3% and more clearly still 
by the fact that in the decree itself the dmypa^m, not the 
ypafifjuiTw as heretofore, is instructed to attend to the publication. 
The dvaypa^cv9 was in the past an officer of the senate as a 
whole and therefore annual. He remained still an annual officer, 
and for the three years of the oligarchy we possess the names of 
the three registrar!. 
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Year 



n^ Xamc and Dem€ of Registrar • References 



321-0 0paoTK\^5 Naiviic/jarovs 0pia<TiOC IV2,229b.II,234. 
320-9 ' Apxc5tKO« "SavtcpiTOV Aafivr\j>€v]i IV 2, 192b, 1 92c. 

3 1 9-S ' EiTiKOvpov Tov Ciov II A dd . , 299b. IV 

' 2, 299c. 



Tribeof 
Registrar 



Oineis 
Erechtheis 



During this period, the ypafifMarm icari wpvTavtuLv was a prytany 
officer. There were, therefore, thirty of them during the three 
years. Of these only the following remain : 



Vcar Xaffte and Deme of 
B.C. ' Secretary 



321-0 

320-9 %tpQ.pivyfi Ktf^unm 
320-9 [Ni]#coST;/i,05 'Ava- 
[^]Au[o']tco« 

319-8 



References 



IV 2, 192c. 
II, 191, 192. IV 
2, Z92b. 



Tribeof 
Secretary 



Erechtheis 
Antiochis 



Frytany 



Erechtheis 
Antiochis 



The secretar>' again changed with the prytany, but, unlike the 
secretary- before 363-2 B.C., belonged to the tribe in the prytany. 

Upon the restoration of the democracy at the end of Gamelion 
or the beginning of Anthesterion of the year 319-8 B.C., the old 
order of things was re-established. The dmypa^cus, however, is 
never found afterwards, and» as he would undoubtedly have been 
mentioned among the duo-iroc had he been in existence, the infer- 
ence is that the irate demos abolished the office altogether. The 
secretary again assumed the duty of publishing the decrees (C.L A. 
IV 2, 231b, 1. 67.) 

We know that it was upon the death of Antipatros that Poly- 
sperchon had the democracy re-established at Athens, and that 
Demetrios of Phaleron was one of the members of Phokion's 
party, who escaped their leader's fate by going into exile on this 
occasion. How long the demos controlled is uncertain : but we are 
informed that it was in the year 317 B.C., at some time later than 
the first of the month of Poseideon (Dec. -Jan.), that Kassandros, 
whose officer, Nikanor, had all the time held the Peiraeus, bade 
the Athenians receive back Demetrios of Phaleron as ^irorroTiys or 
ttpwrraxi^ rot) hr^pmi. Demetrios is said to have preserved the forms 
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of the democracy in their entirety. Whether the ypof^uiarm aari 
vprrravdav was again chosen from the tribes in the oflBcial order 
cannot be decided. It seems probable that he was not ; for during 
the four years that immediately follow the expulsion of Deme- 
trios, at the end of 308-7 B.C., an official order of the tribes of 
the secretaries cannot be made out. The following is the list of 
secretaries for the period 318-7 to 307-6 B.C : 



Name and Deme of Secretary 



0€paiinroi "Imrof c]w5 

— - A]a/xir[r/»m] 

— - 10V09 '£Xcvcriv[i09] 

— t]8i;s N[a...]o5 . c - 

— aa]avo7rdy[iro]v nroJra[/uoc3 ? 

— - o]vs Bopa[uvi] 
*Apurr , 

— 05 



Jde/ert 



rV 2, 23xb, 1. 36, 

II, 835. 
II, 222. 

II, 230. 

11. 231- 

II, 231. 

II. 238. 

II, 244. Hermes XV, p. 343. 

II. 245. 

IV 2, 245b, 

IV 2, 245d. 



The first secretary in the list belongs to the year 318-7 B.C. 
Unfortunately his deme name is incomplete. To no one of the 
others can the year be assigned. 

In the year 308-7 BX., Demetrios Poliorketes got possession of 
the Peiraeus and Demetrios of Phaleron fled from Athens. It 
was not till the year 307-6 B.C., however, that Mounychia was 
taken and handed over to the Athenians and full liberty restored 
to the i^fwi. Out of gratitude to their deliverer, the Athenians 
added the two tribes, Antigonis and Demetrias, to the original 
number, and gave them the first and second places, respectively, 
in the official order. In 307-6 B.C., they for the first time had 
-their representatives in the slate offices. To them were assigned 
demes drawn from the old tribes. The names of all these re- 
allotted demes have not yet been agreed upon. Certain of them' 
have, however, and of these alone I purpose to make use in the 
investigations which follow. 



* Mr. F. O. Bates, Fellow of Cornell University, in his tnaugnxvl 
tion, *'The Five Post-Kleistbenean Tribes/* has presented the most 
haustive treatment on the distribution of tb 
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% 13. Official Order of the Tribes in the Secretary- 
ship DURING THE LAST ThRSE CENTURIES BEFORE CHRIST. 

With the year 293-2 B.C., the list of eponymous archons given 
by Dionysius of Halicarnassus ends. Diodonis Siculus carries us 
only through the year 302-1 B.C., and the newly discovered frag- 
ment of the 'Parian Chronicle fails us at practically the same 
time ; so that from the 3'ear 293-2 B.C. on, we have to construct 
an archon-list from the stray references in the later Greek writers 
and the names found in the Inscriptio ns . 

A glance at the lists of archons offered by Meier in his Com^ 
nuniatio Epigraphica Secunda, by Neubauer in his Cemmenia* 
iianes Epigraphicae^ by Dumont in his Essai and Pastes 
iponymiques^ by Unger in PhUologus^ Homolle in the J?if/- 
leiin, and Schoeffer in the Pau/jf^U^s(ni;a Peal-Encyddpadie 
will satisf)^ anyone that unanimity has not yet been attained. 
Nevertheless, there are certain groups of two or more archons 
whose order, if not dates, no one can dispute. Obviously, it is 
upon the secretaries, who held office for the years designated by 
these groups, that we must depend for evidence as to the continu- 
ation or non-continuation of the official order of their tribes during 
the three centuries under consideration. 

These secretaries and archons are as follows : 

I 



Year 
B.C. 



Archon \ Name and Deme 0/ Secretary 



^ijyoi- 



303-2 Leostratos Aid^vroc 

302-1 Nikokles 'Suaav 0coSa»/H>ii nXifffm 
301-0 Klearchos Mytja-ap^^oi ]ov Jlpopa- 

300-9 Hegemachos : 

299-8 Euktemon 0co^cXof[Scy]o[^i'}ro( Kc^- 



^ 



4 
5 

6 
7 



TVibe 



Erechtheis 

Aigeis 
Pandionis 

*Leontis 
Akamantis 



n 



290-9 Dickies 
289-8 Diolinios 

288-7 Isaios 
287-6.Euthios 



AvtrCoTparoi £*A]/»unro[^]a;(ov 
Hauiyum 

'Savo'ifUvrji 'SavKTuctiov XoAap- 
y€vg 



4 Aigeis 

5 Pandionis 



6:*Leontis 
7! Akamantis 



>Mitth. 1897, p. 183 ff. 
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ni 



283-2 
282-1 


Menekles 
Nikias Otr. 




u 

12 


Aiantis i 
Antiochis i 


1 
IV 


275-4 
274-3 


Polyeuktos 
Hieron 


Xoipc^ttiy * Apx'urrparov Ke^- 


7 
8 


Akamantis 
Oineis 


• 

V 


242-1 
241-0 

240-9 


Kallimedes [KaX]Xias KoXXioSoi; nx«i0cvf 
Thersilochos AcoSoroc Aioyvi^rov ^pco^ptoc 


4 


Aigeis 
^Pandionis 1 

Leontis 

1 


VI 


188-7 
187-6 

X86-5 


Symmachos 

Theoxenos 

Zopyros 


*ApxikX^9 OcoScipov BopiKioi 
Mryaf>t(rro« JLvppov Al(tay€[y}s 


6 Akamands 

7 *Oineis 

8 Kekropis 


VU 


169-8 
r68-7 


Eunikos 
Xenokles 

• 


Icpa>w/i[oc] BoijOov Ki^^urtcvs 
i$€V€^ripj09 'Aafc(X)i;iria8ov To- 
OpaauK 


I 
2 


Erechtbeis 
Aigeis 

1 


vni 


129-8 
128-7 
127-6 
126-5 

125-4 
124-3 

123-2 
1 22-1 


Lykiskos 
Dionysios 
Theodorides 
Diotimos 
Jason 

Nikias and 
Isigenes 
Demetrios 
Nikodemos 


• ^AvaiiKpdrov 'EXcvcriVioc 
*Eiriycvi75 'Eiriycvov Oivalbc 


5j*Ptolemais ' 
6,^Akamantis 
7;*Oineis 
8*Kekropis 
9: Hippothontis 
io,*Aiantis 

1 1 *Antiochis 

12 Attalis 


IX 


1 19-8 Aristarclios TcXccmT? Mtt&iov Uocavtcvs 
1 1 8-7 ' A gath ok les :EvicA^« HcvavSpov Aitfa[Xt8i7]s 


3Pandioms 
4Leontis 
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Year . 
B.C. 



Archon 



Nam^ and Deme \ Name and Deme of 
of Secretary ♦ Priest ofSerapis 



136-5 

135-4: 

134-3' 
133-2 

i 

1 32-1: 
I31-O 

129-8 Lykiskos 
128-7 Dionysios 

127-6 Theodorides 
126-5 Diotimos 

1 25-4 Jason 

124-3 Nikias and 
Isigenes 
123-2 Demetrios 

1 22-1 Nikodemos 



121-0 



120-9 

1 19-8 
118-7; 
1 17-6 

116-5 

ii5-4Nausias 
"4-3 

113-2, 



- ^AvaiiKparcv 
'EXcwriMOt 



rov Otrnte 



jyoe 



[*>^ ... 

'Aaruif TpiKopwun 
Zi^vtov 'Ava^XvcrrMK 
^AAi;v Sowuus 

{Krf]4>ur6&iapo9 Aofi-IErechtheis 

WTptvt j 

|Mlfrav8po« 4iXaSi7« Aigeis 
AiJokX^ Ilaiavuvs jPandionis 
Kcwv Acv«rovocii( jLeontis 



Hippothontis 

Aiantis 

Antiochis 

AtUlis 



I 



AvKia-K09 *Axap¥€vt 
*A$rpfay6pa9 McXi^- 

Afffii^piof Mopotfii- 
AfffiJo^iXof *AA«Mr«- 



r [A]il^ ^y Mv^^ 

([T]i;X€^*OrpiiK[^ 
AiovixTioc Ilaiavuvc 

Zci>iX]oc 4>XV€U9 
SrparoSafioc 0opaaoc 
AcovMruK S^ifrrios 
Foioc Faioi; ' A;(apycvc 
*Api(rriwy McXircvs 

cvs ical 
KaXXurrparoc *£poir 



Ptolemait 
Akamantis 



Oineis 
Kekropis 

Hippothontis 

Aiantis 

Antiochis 

Attalis 

Erechtheis 



Aigeis 

Pandionis 

Leontis 

Ptolemais 

Akamantis 

Oineis 
Kekropis 

Hippothontis 



Periods in Which we Know Order of Secretaries. 47 



Year 


Archon 


Name and Deme 


Name and Deme of 


7H^ 


B.C. 


of Secretary 


Priest of Serapis 


1I2-I 






ScXofirof *Pa/uivou(rioc 


Aiantis 


lll-O 






OTKK 


Antiochis 


1 10-9 


Polykleitos 


• 


SiiKTMiy OtroSos 


Attalis 


109-8 


Jason 


wrpak 


'A 

Kfi^HffUm (Gen.) 


Erecfathds 


108-7 








Aigeis 


107-6 


• 






Pandionis 


106-5 








Leontis 


105-4 


Menoites 




ov ^Xvcvs 


Ptolemais 


104-3 


Serapion 


So^k[X1»s All- 
^iy[Toio]v 'I^ 




Akamantis 




X 


I 


Year 
B.C. 


Archon 


Name and Den 
Secretary 


1^4?^ 


Refere%ces 


i\ -^ 


33-2 


Diodoros 












' 32-1 


Lysandros 


Fiuoc Taiov *AX 


OUCVf 


II Add., 489b. 


8Kekiopis 


31-0 


Lysiades 












30-9 


Demetrios 












29-8 


Demochare! 


3 . - cjcrroitXcm '. 


kwcX' 


IV 2, 489c. 


12 Attalis 






X«mcvs 










28-7 


• •••U« •• 










• 



This evidence is conclusive. In all these groups except the 
last (XI), the tribes of the secretaries follow one another in the 
official order. Group V is the only one in which one might chal- 
lenge the disposition of the archons. If one does, he can cut it 
out altogether : he certainly cannot advance au}^ arguments for a 
different disposition. All the other groups, except VIII, agree in 
their arrangement with that given in the Paulj'-Wissowa Real- 
Encyc. In regard to VIII» Koehler's authority for the reading 
of C.I. A. Ill, 1014, seemed decisive. The dates to which these 
groups belong can also be assigned in a general sort of way. 
They are as follows : 

V, 242-1 B.C. 

VI, i88-:7 B.C. 

VII, 169-8 B.C. 

VIII, 129-8 B.C. 



I, 303-2 B.C. 
II, 290-89 B.C. 

III, 283-2 B.C. 

IV, 275-4 B.C. 



IX, 119-BB.C 
X, 137-6 to lO^rS 
B.C. 
XI, 33-2 B.C. 
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It will be seen that I-X are distributed with considerable regu- 
larity over the third and second centuries before Christ. Of these 
groups, X is the only one that requires explanation. The list of 
names at the right hand side is copied without alteration from 
Bulletin XVII (1893), p. i46f. It contains the names of Athenian 
priests of Serapis for the island of Delos. It is to be noticed, 
though it was not noticed by the editor, that the priests follow one 
another in the official order of the tribes to which they belong. 
If there were two priests for one year, they, were both chosen fix)m 
the same tribe. (See 137-6 B.C., 120-19 B.C., 116-5 B.C. and 
especially 113-2 B.C.). Just as the official order distributed the 
secretaryship among the tribes, so it distributed the priesthood. 
But the analogy is closer still ; for in any given year the priest of 
Serapis and the secretary came from the same tribe. This is 
shown by three correspondences : 

X (125-4 B.C. and 124*3 B.C.). Nikias and Isigenes are 
shown by C.I. A. ill, 1014 and Bull, xvi, (1892) p. 152, to have 
been joint archons for the year immediately following that of 
Jason. The secretary for Jason's year belonged to the ninth tribe, 
Hippothontis (C.I. A. ii, 460). Therefore, since the secretary for 
the next year but one after that of Nikias and Isigenes belonged 
to the twelfth tribe, Attalis (C.I.A. in, 1014 and 11, 471, lines i 
and 6), it is certain that the secretary for Nikias and Isigenes' 
archonship Ijelonged to the tenth tribe, Aiantis. Now, from an in- 
scription published in 'AAJf. n, p. 134, and quoted by HomoIIein 
Bull. X, (1886) p. 17, n. I, we find that the priest of Serapis for 
the year of Nikias and Isigenes' archonship was Ai^fi^ptog 
*£pfucrtov yLafiaBiLvio^ of the tribe Aiantis, 

2 (109-8 B.C.). The secretary who held office for the archon 
year of Jason /acto TLoKvkXutov was 'Eirt^anys 'Eiri^avov AafMrrpci^ of 
the tril>e Erechiheis (C.I.A. ii, 461). The priest of Serapis for 

the same year was *A Ki^taicW (Gen.)of thetribe£'r<ffAMw 

(Bull. VI, (1882) p. 323). 

3 (105-4 and 104-3 B.C.). It is shown by C.I.A. ii, 465, lines 
28 and 33 that Serapion followed immediately after Menoites in the 
archonship. Therefore, the secretary for Serapion's archonship 
being 2o^[«cX]9s Ai;fii7[rpu>]v 'I^urrioSiTc of the sixth tribe, Akaman* 
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lis, the secretary for Menoites' year must have belonged to the fifth 
tribe, PtoUmais. Bull, vii, (1883) p. 368, shows that the priest of 
Serapis for the same year was *IinrwMco[s *Iinr]wucaw ^Xvm of the 
tribe Ptolemais, 

Now, since we have seen that the tribes in the priesthood fol- 
lowed the official order for the whole period j and that in three 
different years well distributed over the period the tribe of the 
priest and the tribe of the secretary coincided, it follows directly 
that the tribes in the secretaryship for the whole period also fol-. 
lowed the official order, and coincided with the tribes in the priest- 
hood throughout. Therefore, as a period for which the official 
order of the tribes in the secretaryship can be demonstrated, we 
may set down the 34 years between 138-7 B.C. and 104-3 B.C. 

The statement of the conclusions arrived at by a consideration 
of groups I-X is, that, wherever during the 200 years between 
304-3 B.C. and 104-3 B.C. we can determine the order of the 
secretaries, that order is the official order of the tribes to 
which they belong. 

A consideration of group XI will add a clause to this statement. 
It is obvious at once that, at the time to which this group belongs, 
a time customarily fixed at about 30 B.C., the tribes of the 
secretaries no longer followed the official order. Therefore, onr 
new clause is: and that, when next after Z04-3 B.C., or 
rather, as will appear later, after 96-5 B.C., 1. ^., in 30 B.C., 
we can determine the order of the secretaries, that order is 
not the official order. 

Groups I-X — /. ^., the periods during which we can determine 
the official order of the tribes in the secretaryship— being so 
numerous and so well distributed over the 200 years under con- 
sideration, there is o, prima facie probability that the official order 
remained unbroken throughout the whole period. That proba- 
bility I purpose to make a certainty b}'' using the following list of 
secretaries and archons disposed upon the assumption that it was 
a certainty. 



<>^ QOvO M M C*» "^ Ol OS^ OOvPOt^ 1^' 



0>* •^ O1 o^ 



cro 



o 

(A 



(0 



S 2} 2. 

3 O 3 



O (9 
3 3 



s 



Qs^ OOv Q O ^ M 04 ^ Cn Q s 

5*0 Xvi.ffp 2.WOO S. 
•rt-— ^cii.^,-^5:*<* 3*;i> 

g *• §• s ^^ 



8 



s 



o 

3 








H 

I 



► ^ 




? 




9^ h^ H^ ^ H^ M 









S5 

o 

> 

cr 









< 






c ►< on 
> 



00 



c^ 



Cn 1*1 







xS 



'suoifjuy ifjMt s9txvt9U39S vfotunyifaiff 



i.?1 



I-- 






'I" 






£• 3* «! 5' w — '^ TT ^ 2- S ^-I; H* ^' o 






f 

f 



t 

1 




S S 



"J .1 



fa- J* ?»• I 



2 = ^' S 3 ^ ^ ^'■^' X- s' B 3 = »5' 3 S 5. a" «■ ' 



'S9tJt>j9jy3^ umu9my stfj_ 



5* 



The Athenian Secretaries, 







S • • • • 



t 












• 

> 



t t 



! ^ 



i ^ 



8 

S 

I 



I 





•5 



I 



3 o 
o 8 
O 



I 



8| 

•g-s 



9) 

a; 

I 



I 

J 
ti4 



8 
I 






•t «^ ^1 •-• p o^oo r^sp »o •^ «*5 

lO •*• r*> A fcK Q O^ob t**^si »0 ^ 



^l e« N It N ^1 It ri f« ri ft N N N c« M f<i fi f« M 7 ei 7 c« 7 7 



•-• p p^oo r^sp \ri^ r^ti *•* p p^oo r^^ to 



^^^ 






Psephismata Secretaries ivitk Archons. 



53 




>> 



00 . 

.00 
•I CO 






00 
*0 

CI 






> >l- 



■s 



"5^ 

I 

s 



J- 

I 

■s 

o 

I 

I 




8^ 



« en 0) 



s 

fry -^ G. 

p 5 w.tr 



.2 y o _ _ . 






s 



o 






•~ _E •55 s Jl 

'^ «ri w w o o\oo 



op ij^o lo r^ e^ « ii* o o^oo t^vc »o '^ **: w « o o^oo r^vp »o^«^ 
O^ob t>.\i in ^ <o w »< 6 O^oo t>.so "C •^ t*5 w t^ 6 O^w r^A •O ^ 

ftflMMflMflCi|Ci|MC«C<lMMMMMM(*|M««C«C<lf«f«C« 



54 



The Athenian Secretaries. 




^ 

^ 



\ 



^*0 



s 



i 



t 

I 






c 
o 
.a 



. . t^ ^ Q ONoo r^<o *o «^ «^ ^i *^ Q osoo t^^ to ^ fO M M o O^ 



Periods in Which we Know Order of Secretaries. 45 



III 



283-2' 
282-1 



Menekles 
Nikias Otr. 



0eo8(iipo« Avcri^cov [TpiKopjvcriOf 1 1 
*I(ro<cpan;c 'I(ro<cparov 'AXonre- 12 



Aiantis 
Antiochis 



IV 



275-4 
274-3 



Polyeuktos 
Hieron 



X$^ 
^oivvXoc Ilay^iXov 'O^tfcv 



7 
8 



Akamaatis 
Oineis 



242-1 
241-0 
240-9 



Kallimedes 
Thersilochos 



[KaX]Xia€ EloXXiaSov nX«00cvs 
AioSoroc Atoyn^ov ^pea^ptos 



4 

5 
6 



Aigeis 
^Pandionis 
Leontis 



VI 



188-7 
187-6 
186-5 



Symmachos 

Theoxenos 

Zopyros 



*Ap)(iKX^i 0€oS<t>/K»V €hpiKL09 



6 Akamands 
7*Oineis 
8 Kekropis 



vn 



169-8 
168-7 



Eunikos 
Xenokles 



SdcvcSi^fUX * A<rK(X!)rprid&iv To- 
Bpaa-UK 



I 

2 



Erechtheis 
Aigeis 



vin 



129-8 Lykiskos 
128-7 Dionysios 
1 27-6jTheodorides 
126-5 Diotimos 
1 25-4 Jason 
124-3 Nikias ^"^ 
I Isigenes 
123-2 Demetrios 
122-1 Nikodemos 



- *Ava(iKparov *£XciKriVco$ 



'Eiriycn^c 'Eiriyo/ov Oiraibc 



5;*Ptolemais 
6,*Akamatitis 
7i*Oiiieis 
8^*Kekropis 
9^ Hippothontis 
10 *Aiantis 



1 1 *Antiochis 
12. Attalis 



1 19-8 Arislarchos TcXeon;? Mi;8ctov IXaxavicvc 

1 1 8-7 ' Agathokles jE^kX^s 'EtvdvBpov AWa[XiSrij]^ 



3 Pandionis 
4|Leontis 
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Year. a^j.^- \ Name and Deme Name and Deme of 


7H^ 


g(^ ^fcnon ^ 0/ Secretary PrUU of SerafU 


1 

1 




PTV ... 




i 


AijfUMn^*] 






! f ♦.v<J/5«, 'EJU^rf. 




'37-6 




j i'«o[f] Hippothontis 


1 




(Aif/ii^rptog 


136-5: 




'Aaruic Tpucopwun AiantU 


135-4: 




Zi^viar *Ava^Xv(m<K 


Antiochis 


134-3 




^AXi;v Sowwvs 


AtUlis 


133-2 

1 




[Ki7]^tirdSa>/>of Aofi-IErechtheis 


132-xi 
I3I-O: 




AiJokX^ UaMavuvf Pandionis 


130-9' 




KcW Acv«rovocii( Leontis 


129-8 Lykiskos 




2«MCX^¥ ^Xvcvf 


Ptolemait 


128-7 Dionysios 






Akamantis 


127-6 Theodorides 




/ttcoir 
Avict(r<co$ *Axapvm 


Oineis 


126-5 Diotimos 




'A^i^vayopas McX^- 


Kekropis 


1 25-4 Jason 


'EXcwriMOt 


TCIIV 


Hippothontis 


124-3 Nikias and 




Ai^fii/rpios MapaM' 


AJantis 


Isigenes 




¥UK 




123-2 Demetrios 




Ai}»/io^iXof *AXitfire 


Antiochis 


1 


«00cy 




122-1 Nikodemos 'EvtycnTf 'Eviyc- AumcX^s Tvp/MA^c 


Attalis 


i 


vovOtwAw 






I2I-0' 

I 




ArffirjTpiOi TLtpyagnf- 
0cr 
r [A]il^v ^y Mv^^ 


Erechtheis 


\ 

I 
1 






120-9. 




< VOVTTIK 


Aigeis 


* 


C[T]ljX£*0«»OTfW<^ 




ii9-8i 


AionxTioc ITaiancvc 


Pandionis 


118-7; 


[ZioiA]oc 4>Av€u9 


Leontis 


117-6 


Ptolemais 


1 16-5 


{L'T^T^I^^Akamanti. 


ii5-4Nausias 


; rcttocTafcw'AxapiwOincis 


"4-3 


1 *Api(7rtW McXcrcvs 'Kekropis 


• 


Niffocrr/Kirof IIcumu- 




113-2 


J CVS wu 

\ 1 KttXX/arparof *£DOt- 


Hippothontis 






I ^ 





Psephismata Secretaries vuith Archons. 



57 



I 
R 







2 « 
c *• s .Sr S s 



1 


^ 






• 




- 


Ac 


M 




• 




H 


« 










^w 




v^ 








9 

n 


•k 


JH> 



« 

r^ 



CI 

> 



CI 



% 



«o - 



e« o O 



^ 
■s 



d8 
"5. 



•5 



I 



} 



i 

I 



s 



I 

1 




#«.fi^H 



I 

I 
I 

I 



1 






O u 



C 

S w 

& O ^ 

*i u a. 



«f» 'O ff * tf3 o- o _w 



00 



NOO IN.VO »0 ^ e^ « w O 



o & 

iio 

03 c8 

X to 

« 



I^O »0 ^ re M « Q Q\00 l^vO »0 ^ e^ 

o^oo r*<.v6 lo •^ to w •- o o^ob r»»vo «o ''i- 

rO«*>t*>«*5e*5ee«*5«*5tOeCN « W W M W 



7 " ^ rtx 

eO w •-• O O^ob 
M M M M M M 



58 



The Athenian Secretaries. 













G 

C8 



$. 









00 



^ 

I 



^ 






I 



rri n 






% 

.X 



8 

< 



J 

I 

I 



1 



p,^ c 



I" 
I* 

'"J 

IT 



£l 






















Undated Secretaries^ 



59 



To complete the list of secretaries, I give the following names 
which have not as yet been assigned to any particular year. 



T7NDAT8D SSCKBTA&QCS. 



Name and Deme of 
Secretary 



— cpcrF. pTaf - 

— BovJXayop[ov — 

— vo[«J ItrfirolicfptTOW - 
-- 'A/w<r>[o.li7[.o]v- 

SctforarofcJ * A[/>4jaT — — 

— €v\ofv% Elf — oi;^] 
TLoTOfimv Aov[aKOc ? — 
npoic[X^?s 'At - - 

* ApiaTOfmxoi 'Apurro 

[0€]o8o(ru>9 E<vo^a[v 

IIpOKX^f IIc/H — ^ 

Kc^oXof Kc^aXov [ -17^$ 

— OIF N.— — 

0coXvrof [ — — tf]cy 
'locrcDv 'A/[>MrroK[p — — 

— ia]v *Ayvd9cow — 
*H/Mi«cX€<i>v Nov — — 
EvavSpoc — — 
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Archom 



-r]os 



Th3rmocliaies 

Hagnias 

Theophemos 

Lysiades 

- /Acra Phanaichides 



Dionysios 
Dionysios 

Achaios 
Phokion 



The dates of Group I, for which see p. 44, are fixed positively 
by the lists of archons given by Dionysius of Halicamassus, Dio- 
donis Siculus and the Parian Chronicle. We are certain, there- 
fore, that in the year 303-2 B.C. the tribe which furnished the sec- 
retary was Erechtheis. The list on the right hand side contains the 
tribes disposed in the official order with Erechtheis in 303-2 
B.C. as a starting point. In constructing this list it is assumed 
that it was in 229-8 B.C. or thereabouts, that the tribe Ptolemais 
was added to the twelve previously existing, and given the 
seventh place in the official order between Leontis and Akaman- 
tis. This date, 229-8 B.C., is the one for which there is most^ 
evidence. It is also assumed that it was in 200 B.C. that the 
tribes Antigonis and Demetrias were dropped and the tribe Attalis 



^ For best treatment of this point see the dissertation of Mr. P. O, BateB, 
cited at p. 43 above. 
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added, and given the twelfth, or last place, in the official order. 
This date is sufficiently attested by Livy* and Polybius to be quite 
certain. With the official order of the tribes in the secretaryship 
demonstrated for so many groups of 3'ears between 304-3 B.C. 
and 104-3 B.C., it would be strong testimony to its unbroken con- 
tinuation throughout, if the events, recorded in the inscriptions 
which give us the secretaries, as dated upon the supposition that 
the official order was unbroken, agreed in their chronological se- 
quence with the narratives of them found in the works of the 
later Greek historians. This agreement we have throughout. 
But we have stronger testimony still ; for in four widely separated 
3'ears we can show that the secretary, who held office for each of 
these years, did, as a matter of fact, belong to the tribe postulated 
for that 3'ear by an unbroken official order. These four years are.: 

(i) 268-7 B.C. 

(2) 168-7 B.C. 

(3) "5-4 B.C. 

(4) 97-6 B.C. 

(i) According; to a notice prefixed to a fragment of Antigonos 
of Karystos« the philosopher Polemon died in the archon.ship of 
Philokrates (E[rwin] R[ohde], Literarisches Centralblatt, 1882, 
p. 58). The original Greek version of Eusebius' Xpovuca, and the 
Latin translation of them by Hieronymus, agree in assigning the 
death of Polemon to the year 268-7 B.C. (Vol. 11, p. 120 and 121, 
ed. A. Schoene, 1866). The Secretary for the year of Philokrates 
archonship was 'Hyi}<rMnro9 ^ ApurrofMaxov McXircvs (C.I. A. rv 2, 331C.) 
of the tribe Demeirias, It will be seen from the list of tribes that 
the official order demands a .secretary from Demetriaf {or the year 
268-7 B.C. 

(2) In the papyrus rolls from Herculaneum, Col. XXVII (Phil. 
Suppl. II, 1863, p. 543, quoted by Dumont, Pastes £ponymiques 
d'Athenes, p. 18), we read : 

'Aya/Ai}<rra>p Ik fura rriv Ilcpcrcctff [oX^oKriy Al . ac vlbf &v IloXv^crov 
IvX HcvokAcow r^v airoAiKTiv rov piov InoiijiraTO, 

The battle of Pydna was fought on the Roman' 4th of Sept., 
or on the 22nd of June, of the Julian calendar, in the year 
168 B.C. (Mommsen, History of Rome, Vol. II, p. 355), and Per- 

— - ----- - - I 11 II I II I I ■! JBIIIJ^, I J U_l, J _M._1_„I . ^ . ___^ 

' This date is determined by an eclipse of the tan. 
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seus was captured a short time afterwards. This would be in the 
Attic year 168-7 B.C., and surely the Greek quoted above means 
nothing, if not that Xenokles was archon in that year. The 
secretary for the year of Xenokles' archonship was StfcycSij^iof 
*Ao-K(X)i;iria8ov Tei^/wio-eos of the Xx'xh^ Aigcis (C I-A. IV 2, 44id.) 
According to the unbroken official order Aigeis should have the 
secretaryship in 168-7 B.C. 

(3) Phlegon of Tralles (Mirabilia X ; Rerum Natoraliam Scrip- 
tores, ed. Keller I, p. 75 f.) says : 

'Eycvn/A; kqX iin*F^firji iivSpoyvviK^ cKp^^yvroc 'AAp^^otf^ 'loiroiw, 6rar 
TCvovrciiK cv Tiafirg MdpKov JIXa(y)Tiov koI Ajovkiov Kavwunt • . . "Y^nouov ttti 
yLapKov ^hvXfilov ^XoKiant. 

According to Mommsen (C.I.Ir. i, p. 534f.)t the consuls for the 
year' 125-4 B.C. were, M. Plautius Hypsaeus and M. Fulvius 
Flaccus, and those for the year 2-1 B.C., Octavius Augustas and 
M. Plautius Silvanus(C.I.L. i, p. 548 f.). Kssuffedi to the last 
mentioned pair Baiter, Fasti Consulares, p. LX sq. (Cic. Op. ed. 
Orelli Vol. VIII), adds Q. Fabricius and L. Caninius Gallos. As 
Keller (praefatio, p. LXV), says: ''neglegenttoris librarUaHno 
M. Plautio ad hunc alterum aberrasse videaniur.^* 

The secretary for the year of Jason's archonship was 
- *Ava(iKpdTov 'EXcvo-mos (C.I. A. II, 460) of the tribe Hippo-^ 
ikoniis. This tribe an unbroken official order demands for the 
year 125-4 B.C. 

(4) There is published in Bull, iv, (1880) p. 190, the following 
Delian inscription : 

*£p/AaT(rrcu, 'A^oAAwvicurrat, IIo(rci8o»vca<rrat, ol ycvoftCKoc Iwi ^warmt 
Tvaiov Kopvffkiov AcvroXov k<u IloirXtov Auctviov Kpao'crov, M, iwifigkffnm 
Sc TTJi vrjtrov Mi^Sciov rov Mrficicv Ilcipcucoif , rov 'HpaicX^ dv^ftpoTi 
^^icpwcravrcc 'H/xiicXci koI 'IroXueotf. 

Cn. Cornelius I>ntulus and P. Licinius Crassus were consuls at 

Rome in the year 97-6 B.C. (Mommsen C.I.L. I, p. 537)- Evi- 
dently Medeios was epimeletes of Delos in the same j'ear. Now, 

' I have followed Mommsen here rather than Baiter, who puts M. Plantiiis 
Hj^saeus and M. FuUnus Flaccus in 126-5 B.C.; for Mommsen's calcula- 
tions were made 25 years later, in 1863, and are based upon more complete 
evidence. Schoeffer, Dumont, HomoUe, Meier and others follow Mommsen 
likewise. 125-4 B.C. is, I think, to be ascribed with certainty to Ji 
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Medeios was epimeletes of Delos twice, once under the first 
archonship of Argeios (C.I. A. ii, 9S5D, 1. 13 and 14), and again 
under the second archonship of Argeios in the following year. 
On this point Homolle (Bull, iv, (1880) p. 191, n. 2), says: 

' ** L' annee snivanle, sous le deuxieme archontat d' Argeios, il 
reuiplit les niemes fonctions ; mais il s* agit ^videmmeiit ici de la 
premiere ciri/AcXcia, puisqu 'on n' a pas ^crit lirt/icXifrav to Jcvrcpor." 

This objection to the second lirifUXcia will not' hold ; for in 
C.I. A. II, 9S5D, 1. 30, there is no ro Scvrcpov added to distinguish 
the second archonship of Argeios. 

The secretar>' for the archonship of Medeios, between which and 
the second archonship of Argeios there fell three 3'ears, was ♦cXuir 
4>tXiWoc 'EXciHTtVioc, of the tribe Hippothontis (C.I.A. n, 467). 
The secretary for Argeios' second year, therefore, belonged to the 
tribe Erechtheis, and this is the tribe required for 97-6 B.C. by an 
unbroken official order from 304-3 B.C. on. 

The coincidence between the tribe postulated for the secretary 
by the unbroken continuation of the official order, and the tribe 
which the inscriptions show to have held the secretaryship, in 
any one of the four j^ears, would alone be sufficient, in the 
absence of evidence to the contrary, to make the unbroken con- 
tinuation of the official order all but certain. No uncertainty 
whatsoever remains when all four are considered together ; for, 
although there might be a difference of opinion as to whether 
Xenokles, Jason and the second Argeios belonged to the years 
163-7 B.C., 125-4 B.C., and 97-6 B.C., or to 167-6 B.C., 126-5 
B.C., and 96-5 B.C. respectively, yet, when we string the three 
years on the official order of their tribes (which official order 
groups VII, VIII, IX, and X given above demonstrate), the in- 
tervals between the figures of each set of years make the former 
set alone possible. For instance, if Jason were put in 126-5 
B.C., as Bailer supposed, Xenokles would have to be put in 169-8 
B.C. But in Xenokles' archonship, Perseus King of Macedon 
was made a prisoner by the Romans, an event which did not take 

* I ynsh I knew Homolle 's authority here. For if the fiecond ^i^Acui of 
Medeios is not sufficiently vouched for, it might be thought that the official 
order of the trilies in the secretaryship stopped when that of the tribes in 
the priesthood of Serapis did, somewhere Yietween X04-3 B.C. and loi-o 
B.C. (see C.I.A. n, 985E, 1. 57). 
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place till after the battle of Pydna in the early part of the Attic 
year 168-7 B.C. Xenokles, therefore, could not have belonged 
to the year 169-8 B.C., nor Jason to the year 126-5 ^-C. 

§ 14. Tpafi/jLarev^ Kara irpvTaj/tCav. Fpaftfiarcvf 70S 
Si/ftov, Tlepl TO fiyJiML. ' 

It is perfectly evident that the persons said in the preambles of 
decrees to have been secretaries were, during the third and second 
centuries, as during the fourth, all holders of one and the same 
dpx^« This the official order of their tribes proves. It is equally 
as evident that the person, said in the preamble to have been sec* 
retary, is identical with the secretary who had the decree pub- 
lished ; for the only object sought in putting his name in the 
preamble was to certify that the publication was made by him 
and was therefore official. When, therefore, we find mentioned 
two different titles in connection with the publication of decrees 
it must be that they both belong to the same official. 

For these and other reasons, the conclusion was reached that 
ypafifULTw T^i fiovXiji and ypafjLfjMTm Kara vpvravuav were different in 
title only. The same reasons prove that y/K&/AfiArcvs Kara wpvratmnLw 
and ypafLfMaras rov Sii/iov were titles for one and the same official ; 
for, just as in the period between 358-6 B.C. or 354-2 B.C. and 318-7 
B.C., we find the officer who had the decrees published called, in 
one decree ypa/tfiarw tcarh, x/9vravaay, and in another ypofifuir^ t^ 
PovXrji, SO, in the period between 307-6 B.C. and 237-6 B.C. (omit- 
ting C.I. A. II, 415. and iv 2, 535d as uncertain), we find the officer 
who posted up the decrees given, now the title ypafjifuirm mrk 
vpvravttav, and again ypa/ui/iarcvs rov Sif/tov, while all the time the 
names given in the preamble followed the official order of their 
tribes. 

' Of the inscriptions which have ypofifmrm toT 817/uun), the follow- 
ing belong to the latter part of the fourth or the beginning of the 
third century : C.I. A. ii, 273, 275, 282. 286, 293. 310, 367, 368?, 
530 ; IV 2, 296e. 318c. frg. b., 1. 15, 374c, 513b, and5i3i ; the follow- 
ing are dated, (Plut.), Lives of the Ten Orators, p. 852B, in Anaxi- 
krates' archonship 307-6 B.C., C.I.A. iv 2, 345c, 1. 34 in Onrios* 
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archonship 285-4 B.C., C.I.A. ii, 334 in Diomedon*s archonship 
270-9 B. C. , Diog. Laert., vii lof. in ATrhetieides* archonship 
263-2 lo 261-0 B.C. ?, and C.I.A. iv 2, 385c, 1. 28111 Heliodoros' 
archonship 237-6 B.C. ; and the following are very doubtfully 
dated, C.I.A. ii» 415, circa 197 B.C., and C.I.A. rv 2, 535d 
(where ypa/i,/Aarcvs Tw ifi^/jLov should be read) ' rwv vpo XpumA 

The two decrees which purport to be published by the ypofifMrcvt 
TV5 PovXrji Kol Tov ^tlov are C.I.A. 11, 146 (356-336 B.C.)i ^nd 
C.I.A. II, 309 (post 290-89 B.C.)- 

koehler has restored the former thus : 

[rov 8c ypaiAfiarioi r]^s fiovXi^ [koi rov Si^fun; ? dvay/so^ji roSc ri 

Instead of this Schaefer, De scribis senatus populique Atheni- 
eiisium, p. 35f., suggests: 

[rov Bi ypa/i/iarca r]^¥ )3ovX^9 [^v AKpotroXju lyaypa^Ji roSc rb ilnq^ur§UL 
ktX.. 

C.I.A. II, 309 appears in the Corpus thus : 

\avay f>d\l/(u Sc ro i/ri^^io'/i.]^^ rov ypafifiaria r^f )9[ov\^f icai rov Sijfuov loal 
aT]rj<rai iv aK[p]o7r6\a,, ci[? 8c rtfv iroiytrev r^? tm^krji fupiaai] tow[«] iwi 
r-Q 8ioun7<r[ct ro dvoXttifui]. 

If T^s )3[ovX^5] is correct, I think the following reading preferable, 
though by no means certain : \\ov 8iica<rr]i7pioy icara tows ko/io[v« '3 
[avayfMu/^at 8c ro8c| ro ^^to'/ija rov ypa/JL/Lnrta r^s P[av\^^ iv <m|Ajy] ' 
[X.t$tv7j teal ar7Jfr]an iv hcporoXu ' cif? 8c r^r xoi^v r^? ^^^^!^1 
[fupiaai] Tov[si} itrl tq Stoiici;o{cc ro avaXmfta], 

This has the merits at least of suppl3'ing two important parts of 
the formula, ro&c, and ^v oriyXg kiBtvUf and of making the last three 
complete lines of equal length, as is usual in oroi^i^Sov inscriptions 
of this time. As printed in the Corpus, the lengths range all the 
way from line 15, which has 35 letters, to line 35, with 42. The 
new reaHi!)j;;s promised by A. Wilhelm will probably change the 
restorations materially. Whatever the correct readings in C.I.A. 
II, 146 and 309 may be, it is safe to say that they are not those of 
the Corjjus ; for these identify the ypafifmT€v% Ttj^ PavX^t koI row 
h-^fjMv with the ypa/Afiarcv€ rijs povX^s^ ypa/ifuircvf rov Si/pbov or 

ypa^fjuiTtvq tcura vpvraviMv, as he IS differently named, and this is 
impossible. 
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In only one case is the title ypafifiartvi rov Siqftov found except in 
connection with the publication of decrees. This is in C.I. A. ii, 
329 (273-1 ? B.C.)' Here among the oflScers of a prytany 
and of the senate commended by the ^fW9 is included the 
ypafifiartvs rov 817/iov, Neoptolemos. In several other decrees of the 
same character - such as C.I. A. 11, 393 and 394 (post 229-8 B.C.). 
431, 1. 45 (220-9 B.C.), and 441 — the title found is ypaf/L/iarm t^ 

fiovXrfq Kol rov 8i;/uun) (see § 1 6). It is possible that ypa/ifmrw TW 

S17/XOV is but an abbreviated form of this title. In that case 
Neoptolemos had nothing to do with the publication of decrees, 
and could under no circumstances have had the title ypofLfmrnis 
4cara irpvravciav applied to him. As analogous variations from 
the title ypd/ifuirtvi rrj^ Povkrj^ tCaX rov hrjfjuov, we may cite in A. 
Wilhelm, Bericht, p. 6f yf>a/x/uuiTcv« t« 8i7fi», in C.I. A. n, 865 
(circa 380 B.C.), ypafifiarevq t§ fiovky kol T<p Si/fup and in C.I.A. 
rv 2, 872b (probably a little later), in, 1038 (circa 175 A.D.)i 
III, 1045 (circa 180 A.D.), ypa/m/xarcvs fiovk^^. These facts 
merely indicate that, except in stereotyped formulae, the title 
of a secretarj' was not rigidly fixed. It maj- be, on the 
other hand, that the ypaii/uirw rov 817/Aov mentioned in C.I. A. n, 
329, is the one more commonl}* designated ypa/ui/iarcvs Kara irpvravuaa^. 
In this case, he is, of course, different from the ypofjLftarws r^s 
PovXrfi Kol rov Sijfiov found in C.I.A. 11, 393, 394, 431, and 441. 

From the time the title ypafi/iarcui rov 817/iov disappears, the 
ypafifiarw Kara irpvrav€tav continues to be aloue Connected with the 
publication of decrees. Elsewhere, this same officer is found 
among the lists of the ti<nrot, or annual officers. He is given his 
stereotyped title ypafifiartis Kara wpvravtiavin two of these lists only 
(C.I.A. Ill, 1030 and 1038). In the rest, all of which belong to 
the latter part of the .second, or the beginning of the third century 
after Christ (C.I.A. in, 10, 1020, 1029, 1031, 1032, 1034, 1040, 
1041, 1042, 1048, 1051, 1064, and 1073), the same officer is called 
vtfi TO P^fia, This probabl}' was the title b}^ which he was pop- 
ularly known at that time. The identity of the person called 

ypaiifiar€v^ Kara rrpvravtCav and ircpi to prjfjua is shown, (l) b}' the fact 

that in the lists of the attnroi, when one appears, the other is 
absent, and (2) by C.I.A. ill, 10 (209-10 A.D.), where in the pre- 
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amble of the decree, ToSw KaXXurrov Mapa^wvioc is said to have 
been secretary, while in the list of annual officers, dtf^rtroc, posted 
at the end of the decree, he is designated vc^ ro ptiita. 

§ 15. Tpafifiarev^ ivl rov^ pofAov^. 

The secretar}' who conies second in the treatment of Aristotle 
may have had this title. His duties were much the same in 
regard to the vo/uk, as were those of the ypofifMTw xark vpvrwdnf 
in regard to the tjn^friumL, The ypafLfjuoLrtvi Kara xpvraycM&y, how* 
ever, had to have certain of the ^rf^iafutra inscribed on stone^ 
whereas none of the vofun were so treated. It is, indeed, entirely 
owing to the fact that so many of the ^^ar/mra have come down 
to us in this way, that we are able to add to the knowledge 
concerning their curator which we derive from Aristotle. Had 
we as many laws, we might be able to do the same for the 
ypa/ifutrcvc itrl rovi voftovc ; as we have none, we are obliged to con- 
tent ourselves with what Aristotle tells us. 

§ 16. TpafifLarev^ rtj^ )3ovX^9 koX rov Si^fuyv. 

This is a title found, with one exception, only in the class of 
inscriptions called b}^ Koehler * catalogi prytanum\ Of these 
catalogi there are three sets : 

(i) Those of the first set belong to the fourth century B.C.» 
and were inscribed upon offerings dedicated b}' the prytanes in re- 
turn for honors awarded them by the senate and people. At the 
end of the h'st of prytanes, the name of the ypofi/iarw ny* fiovk^ 
ffoi rov S17/40V is frequently, though not invariably, given. Of these 
names we have the following : 

C.I. A. II, 865 (early part of 4th cent.). Pandionis. 

[ypafi']fiar€v% Tg fiovk^ koX rtf S^fi^ 
.... XciSi|9 ^ikoBi^pav l( OZov. 

C.I.A. II, 867 (378-7 B.C.). Akamantis. 

- - iy]paii\jjL}ar€v€y Tg povX^[t koI tw Ji^fifi J. 

C.I.A. II, 869 (middle of 4th cent.). Antiocfais. 
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C.I. A. II, 870 (middle of 4th cent.). Aigeis. 

yp[a]/Afiarcvs [r]^ fiovXij koi rip i^ifUf 
[BXJcirvpoc ? IIci^avS/Kiv Ua/umBfifi, 

C.I. A. IV 2, 871b f middle of 4th cent.)- Pandionis. 

Autpot ^fMiKjiOov MeXtrcvc. 

C.I.A. IV 2, 872b (undated). Leontis. 

ypa/ifi[arcvs] fiovk^ 

Excepting the oflScials chosen from among the prytanes them* 

selves (^.^., rofwii r^f ^uX^c, {rvXXoytU, tcpovouK ), the [hrrijypof^tit 
(C.I.A. II, 865), and the ypa/ufMircvf n^s /SovXifc jcal rov Ji|fM« are 

the only officers mentioned in these lists. The dyriy/n^m held 
office for a year (Aeschin. Ill, 25). 

(2) The inscriptions of the second set are distributed over the 
third and second centuries before Christ. In them, the lists of the 
prytanes and officers are attached to the decrees of the senate and 
people in which they are commended. Besides the names of the 
prytany officers {e.g.^ ra/ua(, ypa/ifuircvc, upcvs rov ^«na;fu»v), there 
are given those of some of the state officers, such as o rofuav r^r 

)3ovX^Sy h tc^pv( r^s PovXrj^ teal rov hi^/un}, 6 vroypa/ifutrm, and among 

them, the ypa^i/iarcvs njs /SovX^ kcu rov Si/fuw. Of the latter there 
are found the following : 

CI. A. II, 393 (post 229-8 B.C.). 

[6 ypafjifiart^v^ n^s )9ovX^f teal rov 87/iov 
2S(iKrtwos • — - - cvc. 

CI. A. li, 394 (post 229-8 B.C.). , Hippothontis. 

[o ypafLfiaT€Vi rrj^ fiovk^f teal rov infjfuv 
^FO - - - • . 

C.I.A. II, 431, 1. 45 (220-9 B.C.). Leontis. 

[6 ypafifijar[cvc r^v] )9ovX[^ kqI rov Si|/iovJ 

■■■ 4^ 4^ WM 

C.I.A. II, 441 (undated). 

6 ypa/ifiartifi [r^f Pov\rj% $cal rov Snfftmi] 

For CI. A. II, 329 see above p. 65. 
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(3) The inscriptions of the third set belong to the second cent- 
ury after Christ. In them, along with the names of the prytanes 
and their ('ffic^rs, appear those of the ^o-iroc, and among the lat- 
ter, in the following inscriptions, is found the ypafifmrwt 
^orAvs icai ^fjLov: C.I. A. Ill, 1029 (167-8 A. D. ), 1030 (168-9, 
A.D. ), 1031 (169-70 A.D.), 1032(170-1 A.D.), 1034 (170-1 A.D.)f 
1040 (183-4 A.D.), 1041 (185-8 AD,), 1042, 1044, and 1048. In- 
stead of ypafjifiarw ficvX^i mu 817/iov, in C.I. A. Ill; IO38 (175 ? 

A.D.) and 1045, is found the abbreviated trtle ypofifiarw fiavk^ 
There can be no doubt as to the identity of the two. 

The one inscription in which the title ypa/i/Aarevs r^^ povX^^ ttti 
Tov 817/iov occurs, outside of the * catalogi prytanum \ is C.I.A^ II, 
48S (about .30 B.C.). Here, at the end of a decree, is read : 

[toJi'to to [i/nJ^MT/ia - - - cv Mvpt'^viy 6 cirt t[ou9 oirXciraf trrfKLTtpfhi «ai 
6 K^^pv^ [r^v c]^ ' Apciov irayov )3o[vX^¥ icai o ypa/ifjuLT€Vi r^s] fiovk^ aeal 

Tor BiifjLov. What the}' are to do with the \lr/i<f>i(rfia, is not known. 

It is. therefore, apparent that there existed at Athens, during 
the fourth, third, second, and first centuries before Christ, and dur- 
ing the second century after Christ, an official called ypafLfiartvt 
fiovKrj^ Kol Sijfuw. Was the Apxv held by the persons denoted by 
this title the same during the whole period ? There can be no 
reasonable doubt that it was. If so, it is evident that it was an 
annual office. After Christ it certainly was ; otherwise, the name 
of its holder would not appear among those of the itviroi. Now, 
among the dttnroi there is found the name of no officer, who in the 
last four centuries before Christ is known to have held office for 
the time of one prytany only. Any that were prytany offix^rs in 
earlier times, e £. , ypofifuiTcvs jSovXcvTcav, are mentioned among the 
prytanes themselves. On the other hand, among the itvtroi are 
found several officers, who in the centuries before Christ were 
yearly magistrates, ^^., ypafifmrtv^ teara wpvravttav, dvrtypa^cvs. 
Thes^ facts go to show that prytany offices remained prytany 
offices, and annual offices remained annual offices throughout this 
whole period. The inference may therefore be drawn that, dur- 
ing the fourth century, B C, tlie y/jififuircuc )9ovX^s Kot Si^/mw was 
an annual magistrate. Hence, at the time Aristotle wrote the 
'hBrfvamv IIoXiTcuft, there existed at Athens a yearly secretary with 
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that name. The ypafi/mrevi jSovX^s #ca2 hrj/Mv must, therefore, 
be one of the three described by him. He is clearly not the 
first. The second had the laws under his care and had nothing 
whatever to do with the prytanes. He can only be the third, the 
one of v\hora Aristotle says (Ath. Pol. 54, 5) : x^porovu Sc koI o 
ifj/jLOi ypafifixiTia rov dmyvoxroficvov avrip {t.e, rf Si^fAoi) koI rg PmiX^ftoal 
ovros ovSa-oi ccrrt KvpUK dXA* ^ rov hmyvwiu. 

Why then is his name found in the 4th century * caialogipry' 
tanvm^'^ The same question must be asked in the case of the 
4yrcypa<^cis. The di^eypa^cvs presented to the people, at the end of 
each pr}nan3% the accounts of the mone}^ received and expended 
by the pr\nanes. The ypafifiarev^ fimjXjj^ koL Si^fun; read to the peo- 
ple, at the request of the presiding prytanes, all documents such 
as ir/BojSovXcv/tara, ^i^^iV/mra, etc. What is there surprising in the 
presence of their names among those of the prytanes adjudged to 
have acquitted themselves best during the year? Their reports 
and attainments would, no doubt, have done much to secure the 
honours for the prytanes in question. It is noteworthy, in this 
connection » that the ypa/ifiaTcv? jSovX^s koI Brfftov was chosen by 
popular election, not by lot. Not every citizen could make his 
voice heard throughout the ekklesia, and the i^fjuK must at least 
hear the proposals of the prytanes. 

When the secretary under consideration is bidden to read a 
document, he is usually called simply 6 ypofi/mrcvs (C.I.A. 11, 
114A, 1. 9f., Atrschin. Ill, 100, Dem. XX, p. 485, ThuC3-d. VII, 10, 
where tlie t^s ttoXcws is bracketed by Herwerden, Stahl and Hude, 
Sandys Ath. PoL.Ch. 54, 5n.). In (Pint.) Lj'curg. 84iFhe iscalled 
ypafifiaTM t?? ttoXcw?. In A. Wilhelm, Bericht, p. 6f. he is called 
ypafifiar€vs Tw Si;^, an abridgement of what in C.I.A. n, 865, 
867, and 870, we find as ypafjifmrm r§ fiovX-j koI rf fii/^y. So in 
C.I.A. n, 329. ypafifiartv^ fiovXrji koI Siqfjuov is perhaps abbre- 
viated to ypafifjuoLTw T€v irffiov, and in C*I.A. rv 2, 872b, m, 
1038. and 1045, to ypa/A/iarcv? t^s PwXSj^, The probability is that 
he had no fixed title at all, but was most commonly called 
ypafifiartvi Trj% )9ovX^9 ical rov Siy/uiov. The uniqueness of his duties 
would distinguish him sufficiently in any case. 
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These duties were to read letters, new laws, psephismata, pro- 
bouleumata and other documents of all kinds to the senate and 

assembly. OSroc ovScvo^ lore levpco? iXX* ^ rw <lyayv<i>rac, says Aris- 
totle. His name is, therefore, wronglj' restored in C.I. A. il, 146, 
and 309, and he is wrong!}' identified with the ypafAfurc^ rov 
8i7/bu>v found in the inscriptions cited above, p. 63f. ; for he was 
not the officer who attended to the publication of decrees. 

§ 17. TpafifiaT€v^ rrpvTdi/€a}v. Tpafniarev^fiovkevT&v* 

In the \catahgi prytanum ' of the second set, there is mentioned 
a secretary with the title ypafjifiarw^ irpvravcwv. In those of the 
first set, this name is wanting. The presumption is that he did 
not exist in the fourth century. In the three following centuries 
be was a member of the presiding prytany (C.I. A. 11, 329). It is 
unlikely that he was elected by lot. His associate, the rofiiasf 
certainly was not (C.I. A. 11. 431). His duties were rk^ BwrSug 

6v€tv wdtra^ ras KaOrfKOvca^ iv tq Tpvravti^ vvip re r^ fiavX^ mi 
roO S17/ULOV * ^fri/icXci(r^ai Sc koX rSiv aXXiov iirdmav (C.I. A. II, 431)* 

In the third set of *^a/fl/o»^/^ry/^i««»f \ an official correspond- 
ing to the ypa/xfuircvf x/>vrayco>v, but with the title y/MfifuiTcvc 
jSouXcvTttiF, appears. There can be no reasonable doubt that he is 
the same. He is still a prytany officer, and is not registered 
among the ii»vm, 

§ 18. Tpa/i/iarev^ rZv ra/uwv rrj^ 0€ov. VpamLar^^ r&v 

For the period 434-3 to 407-6 B.C. inclusive, we have a 
tolerably complete list of the secretaries of the treasurers of 
Athens. It is as follows : 



Secretaries oj the Treasurers of Athena, 
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During two periods, 434-3 to 430-29 B.C. inclusive, and 416-5 
to 413-2 B.C. inclusive, the tribes of the secretaries follow one 
another in the reverse of their o£Bcial order. 

For the next number of years, the treasury boards of Athena 
and of the Other Gods 'were united, and had a secretary in com- 
mon. Of these secretaries the following remain : 



Year 



Name and Deme of 
Secretary 



40^5 

405-4 

404-3 

403—2 — — OS KoXXvrcus 

402-1 KAciVo^os £v«av[vfi€us] 

401-0 ^ 

400-9 0€p<rt[XoJxos OivaXos 

399-8 Xtttp[l]wV 'EXciNTU^iOS 

398-7 Mn/aicpos *A^/iOVCv[s] 
397-6 Mopv'xos BovraSiTS 

396-5 
395-4 
394-3 
393-2 

392-1 
391-0 

390-9 
389-8 

388-7 
387-6. 



References 



Tribe of 
Secretary 



IV 2, 642b. 
II. 642\ 

11,643, 645. 
II, 644, 652, 

645^,653 
II, 652, 653. 

II, 652. IV 



IV 2, 



*Akamanti» 
:*Leontis 
*Pandionis 
, Aigeis 
i Erecbtheis 
^Audochis 

Aiantis 

Hippothontis 



— ^^nfi 'A^tSwuK 



11,660. 



rV 2, 653. Kekropis 

2. 653. . Oineis 

:*Akamantis 

♦Lcontis 

♦Pandionis 

j*Aigcis 

'*Erechtheis 

*Antiochis 

Aiantis 
♦Hippothontis 
♦Kdoopis 
;*Oincis 



For the period 403-2 to 390-89 B.C. at th6 very least, the 
tribes 'of the secretaries follow one another in the reverse of the 
official order, and it is probable that it was of twenty years dura- 
tion so as to complete two sets of tribe rotations. The date, at 
which the beginning of the twenty year period must be fixed, lies 
between 407-6 B.C. and 403-2 B.C. 406-5 B.C., the first of a 
Panalhenaic Penleteris, is prima fade the most probable year; 
for, as we are dealing with the secretary of the joint board of 
treasurers, twenty years, starting from 385-4 B,C., the first year* 



* 7*his inBcriplion is now dated precisely. 
*SeeC.I.A. 11,667. 
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in which we know that the union of the boards no longer existed, 
take us at once beyond 403-2 B.C. Indeed, 406-5 B.C. is the 
year assigned by Hans Lehner (t^ber die athenischen Schatz- 
verzeichnisse des vierten Jahrhunderts. Bonn, 1880, p. 12 ff.) and 
by Paul Panske (De magistratibus Atticis qui saeculo a. Chr. 
n. quarto pecunias publicas curabant. I^ipz. Stud. XIII, 1890, 
p. 4 ff.) for the consolidation of the boards. The evidenoe 
for this date is : that C.I. A. iv 2, 642b compels us to assume that 
the boards were already joined in 404-3 B.C. ; that Andocides, De 
Myst. 77 refers to a joint board in 405-4 B.C. ; that the treasur- 
ers of Athens for the year 407-6 B.C. do not, as usual, name their 
successors ; that, at the end of the year 407-6 B.C., of the gold 
and silver offerings cared for by the treasurers of Athena, all 
kept in the Pronaos, and many of those kept in the Par- 
thenon and Hekatompedon, were handed over to the Hel- 
lenotamiai to meet the expenses incurred in fitting out the 
fleet to fight at Arginousai ; that the Old Temple of Athena, in 
the Opisthodomos of which were stored the precious things cared 
for by the treasurers of the Other Gods, was burnt down in the 
early part of the year ; that what remained of the offerings after the 
fire, was put, with what was left of Athena's treasures, in the 
Hekatompedon; that the treasurers both of Athena and of 
the Other Gods, at the end of their term of office in the early part 
of 406-5 B.C., were lying in prison on a charge, of negligence wc 
may suppose, in connection with the burning of the temple. 
When the treasures were for the great part gone, and when those 
that remained were all stored in one room, it is not surprising 
that a single board of caretakers was thought sufficient. 

So, when the construction of the Long Walls, in 393 B.C., and 
the peace of Antalkidas, in 387-6 B.C., brought commercial pros- 
perity to Athens, and Thrasyboulos, in 390-89 B.C., won back 
tribute-paying dependencies for the city, ihe administration of the 
finances would demand a board of treasurers to replace the Hel* 
lenotamiai. Moreover, upon the rebuilding of the Old Temple 
of Athena, alluded to by Aristophanes in Plutus ii9iff. (388 
B.C.), a board of treasurers would be required to care for the 
money, and gold and silver offerings again undoubtedly stored 
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there. It is not surprising that 387-6 B.C., being the last year of 
a Panathenaic Penteteris, and the last in the second set of tribe ro- 
tations, ended the period of the joint board of treasurers and of 
the reverse of the official order of the secretaries' tribes. 

After 387-6 B.C. came a period, we know not of what length, 
in which, neither the reverse of the official order, nor the official 
order itself, guided the tribes in their turns to the secretaryship 
of the treasurers of Athena. This is indicated by the tribe of the 
secretary for 376-5 B.C., Eu^ta? Ilciaiov KiJttuj*, of the tribe Leontis 
(C.I.A. II, 670,671). In the year 351-0 B.C., however, as the 
following list shows, we encounter a new system. 



Year Name and Deme of 
B,C, Secretary 


References 


TViheof 
Secretary 


* 

351-0 'AyajBvfjuo^ 'ASctfuurov 


II, 698. 


Hippothontis 


&vfMajLrd(Sfg9) 






350-9 




*Aiantis 


349-8 IliOTtSiTC 0opaieus 


II, 698. 


Antiochis 


348-7, 




^Erechtheis 


347-^1 




*Aigeis 


346-5' 




*Pandionis 


345-4; 




^Leontis 


^*rT^^j 




^Akamantis 


343-2 




♦Oineis 


342-1 ^ 




*Kekropis 


341-0 - - ifiAxov 'EXciKriv(ioc) 


II, 703. 


Hippothontis 


340-9 - - ic]paT<nK TpiKopv 
<r4(os) 


II, 703- 


Aiantis 







For the years 351-0 to 340-39 B.C. inclusive, the secretaries' 
tribes follow, not the reverse of the official order as before, but the 
official order itself. When this system was introduced, and how 
long it lasted, we cannot even conjecture. The treasury boards 
in the latter part of the fourth century B.C. lost much of their 
former importance, owing to the vestment of supreme financial 
au til or it}' in the persons of new officers. Consequently, the 
boards are rarely met with in inscriptions of this period, and after 
340-39 B.C. we are unable to give the deme of a single secretary. 

I have no comment to make on the ypa/jL/mrtis BWifvoTafjuMv or 
the ypafifAurivi rdw rafuutv rwv aA.\u>v Otu^v. The official Order cannot 
be shown to have had anything to do with the distribution of either 
of these officers among the tribes. The tribe of the ypafifurAf 
BtGfjuoBiriM^ can in no case be determined. 
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Thb Tribbs with tbbir Rbspbcttvb Dbhbs. 

Erechiheis. 

Agryle, Anagyrous, Euonymon, Kedoi, Kephisia, Lamptnti^ 
Pambotadai, Pergase, Phegous, Sybridai, Themakos. 

Aigeis. 

Ankyle, Araphen, Bate, Diomeia, Ercbia, Erikeia, Gargettos, 
Halai Arapbenides, Hestiaia, Ikaria, lonidai, KoUytos, Eolonos, 
Kydanlidai, Myrrbinoutta, Otryne, Pbegaia, Pbilaidai, Plothda, 
Teitbras. 

Pandianis. 

Angele, Graes, Kaletea, Kontbyle, Kydatbenaion, Eytheios, 
Myrrbinous, Oa, Paiania, Pbegaia, Prasiai, Probalintbos, Steiria. 

LeanHs. 

Aitbalidai» Cbolleidai, Deiradiotai, Eupyridai, Halimous, He- 
kale, Hybadai, Kettos, Kolone, Elropidai, Leukonoe, Gion Eer- 
ameikoD, Paionidai, Pelekes, Pbrearrboi, Potamos, Skambonidai^ 
Sounion. 

Akamanhs. 

Cbolargos, Eiresidai, Eitea, Hagnous, Hermos, Ipbistiadai, 
Kepbale, Kerameikos, Kikynna, K3'^rteidai, Poros, Prospalta, 
Rbakidai, Spbettos, Tborikos. 

Oineis. 

Acharnai, Boutadai, Epikepbisioi, Hippotomadai, Eotbokidai, 
Lakiadai, Lousia, Ge, Peritboidai, Pbyle, Ptelea, Tbria, Tjrr- 
meidai. 

rCckropts, 

Aixone, Atbmonon, Daidalidai, Epieikidai, Halai Aixonikai, 
Melite, Pblya, Pitbos, Sypalettos, Trinemeia, Xypete. 
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Hippothantis. 

Acherdous, Amymone, Anakaia, Auridai, Azenia, Dekeleia, 
Elaious, Eleusis, Eroiadai, Hatnaxanteia, Keiriadai, Koile, Ko- 
pros. Kor3'dal1os, Oinoe, Oion Dekeleikon, Peiraieus, Pol — ^ 
Sphendale, Thymaitadai. 

Aphidna, Rykala, Marathon, Oinoe, Perrhidai, Phaleron, 
(Psaphis), Rhamnous, Thyrgonidai, Titakidai, Trikotynthoft. 

AnOockis. 

Aigiliaf Alopeke, Amphitrope, Anaphlystos, Atene, Besa, Bitea, 
Ergadeis, Eroiadai, Rolone, Krioa, Lekkon, Leukopyra, (Melai- 
nai), Pallene, (Peatele), Phyrrhiiiesioi, Semachidai, Thond. 

Antigonis. 

^^Agryle, Aithalidai, Deiradiotai ?, Eitea, Gargettos, Ikaria, 
Kydathenaion, ^Lamptrai, *Paiania. 

Demetrias. 

Atene, Hippolomadai, Koile, Kothokidai, Melite, Thorai, 
X3rpete. 

Ptalemais: 

• 

Aigilia, Akyaia, Aphidna, Berenikidai, Boutadai, Eunostidai. 
Hekale, Hyporeia, Ikaria, Klo-^, Kolone, Konthyle, Kydanti- 
dai ?, Melainai, Oinoe, Pentele, Perrhidai, Petaliai, Phlya, Pros- 
palta, ^Semachidai, Themakos, Thyrgonidai, Titakidai. 

AttaUs. 

Agryle, Ankyle?, Apollonieis, Atene, Athmonon, Hagnous, 
Korydallos, Oinoe, Oion Dekeleikon, Probalinthos, Sounion, 
Tyrmeidai. 

' The star signifies that the deme had two parts, one of which remained in 
the old tribe. That none but divided demes could belong to two tribes at the 
same time, has been shown by Mr. F. O. Bates in the dissertation cited 
at p. 43 above. 
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